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THURSDAY, APRIL 23, 1953 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act AND OrTuHerR INTERNAL 


Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, at 11 a. m., pursuant to call, in the Old 
Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Hon. William FE. Jenner (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Hendrickson, Welker, Smith, and 
Johnson. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, research director. 

The CuatrrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Will the witness stand and raise his right hand to be sworn? Do 
you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give this committee 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Novixorr. I do so swear. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEX BENJAMIN NOVIKOFF, BURLINGTON, VT. 


The CuHamman. You may be seated. 

Doctor, state your full name for the record. 

Mr. Novrkxorr. Alex Benjamin Novikoff. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell that? 

Mr. Novixorr. N-o-v-i-k-o-f-f. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you reside, Dr. Novikoff ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Burlington, Vt. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I am professor of experimental pathology and an 
associate professor of biochemistry at the University of Vermont Col- 
lege of Medicine. 

May I ask that all pictures be taken now and not subsequently ? 

The Cuarrman. That it the committee rule; yes. When testifying 
there will be no pictures taken. 

Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning of the witness. 

Mr. Novrxorr. Will you give me a moment, please, to overcome the 
effect of the flash ? 

The Cuarrman. Surely. You tell us when you are ready. 

Mr. Novixorr. I am ready. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the faculty of the University of 
Vermont? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I am, sir. 

795 








796 SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the purpose in calling this witness 
here today was because we had rece eed evidence in executive session 
that he had been a member of the C ommunist Party while he was a 
teacher in New York City in the late thirties and the early forties, 
and we have brought Mr. Novikoff here in executive session approxi- 
mately a month ago to ask him about that evidence. 

Senator Welker had an extended conversation with him after the 
executive session and wanted to give Mr. Novikoff every opportunity 
to realize the significance of his testimony when he came here today. 

Mr. Novikoff, were you a member of the Communist Party while 

you were a member of the faculty at Brooklyn College ? 
* Mr. Novixorr. In answering this question I must indicate the ob- 
jective effect that this and similar questions which I know will be 
asked can have, irrespective of the sincerity of the committee’s motives. 
My being called down to Washington for this second time after having 
answered this question and similar ones fully and clearly —— 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt at this point? 

The CuHarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. I think that the statement made by the witness 
about being called to Washington the second time is a terrible injustice 
to this committee and, in particular, to the Senator from Idaho. It 
was understood and agreed between the witness and the Senator from 
Idaho, with the consent of the chairman of this committee, that he 
would be given the right to go home and think this matter over for 
3 weeks, and you agreed with me that you would think the matter over 
for 3 weeks and volunt: ney come before this committee without ex- 
pense to the committee or to the Government. Am I correct on that? 
You were in no sense ¢ ‘alled here the second time. You voluntarily 
agreed to come here today; am I correct ? 

Mr. Novikorr. I meant no injustice to you, Senator Welker; as I 
have told you personally and in writing, I have the highest regard for 
you as a person and for the time and effort that you have put into my 
case. 

The Crarrman. Dr. Novikoff, this committee has tried to grant 
not only to you but to other witnesses eve ry courtesy. We are after 
facts; we are after the truth. We thought by granting you this cour- 
tesy that Senator Welker spoke of which I approved of that you 
would come back here and tell us the truth. You agreed to come back 
ona voluntary basis. We gave you time to think it over. 

You speak to us of creating a hardship on yourself. Doctor, if there 
is a hardship in this case you have created it and not this committee. 

Mr. Novixorr. May I say then to remove the insinuation which Sen- 
ator Welker saw in the statement which I did not intend, I assure you, 
let me say that asking me to repeat my testimony in public can serve 
only these purposes as I see it. 

First, I think it will jeopardize the great humanitarian task in which 
I am engaged and which is of such obvious importance to the Nation 
and to the world. 

The Cuatrman. But, Doctor, if you had come in here and told us in 
executive session the whole truth and nothing but the truth, you would 
not be here this morning. We do not want a dissertation this morning 
on how great a man you are. 


Mr. Novrxorr. May I finish? 
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The CuatrMan. I do not care to hear any prepared statement from 
this witness. We have given every consideration in the world to this 
witness. 

Mr. Morris. I submit that as late as 1946 this man was a teacher 
in a Communist training school in New York. 

The Cuatrrman. You will answer the questions now, Doctor. 

Mr. Novixorr. May I have 3 minutes? 

The Cuamman. No; you will not have 3 minutes; you will answer 
the questions. If you have any prepared statements, you will submit 
them to the committee, and we will see if they are proper and then we 
will submit them for the record. 

Mr. Novixorr. I would like to present the setting in which I an- 
swer this question, sir. It will take me 3 minutes. 

The Cuamman. Will you repeat the question, Mr. Reporter? 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party while you 
were teaching in New York City? 

The Cuamman. You can answer without a speech. 

Mr. Novixorr. In answering this question, sir, I must beg you to 
put it in a setting which will save us plenty of time later. 1 wrote 
this out this morning because I am trying to avoid words which can 
be misinterpreted. If you give me 3 minutes—— 

The Cuamman. The question does not lend itself to a long answer. 
Were you a Communist? If you were, you can say you were; if you 
were not, you can say you were not. If you want to invoke your privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment, you can do so. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I want to try to indicate the reasons for the answer 
I am about to give, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Novixorr. Thank you, sir. 

I can say that asking me to repeat the testimony that I gave in 
executive session in public session now can serve first to jeopardize 
the work that I have already described. 

The Cuarrman. It does not need to be jeopardized. I want to 
interrupt you again, that your work did not need to be jeopardized 
if you would come before this committee and tell the truth. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I understand your position in the matter, Senator 
Jenner. Iam trying to state my own. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Novrxorr. The work in which I am engaged, as I said, is of 
importance to the Nation and to the world. It is owl which is try- 
ing to help find the cause and thereby the cure for cancer. 

The Cuarrman. Doctor,-let me also interrupt you there. A Com- 
munist conspiracy operating in this country with the intent to over- 
throw this country by force and violence is also of importance to the 
world. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I grant that, sir. 

The Cuarrman, All right. You may proceed. 

Mr. Novixorr. The second effect it may have is to embarrass the 
university with which I am proud to be associated and for which I 
have given every ounce of my energy for almost 5 years. 

Third, the effect is to distract my time and attention from the work 
in the laboratory. The committee knows from my previous testimony 
that I have had no connection whatever with any activities under 
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investigation by the committee at any time during the 5 years I have 
been at the University of Vermont. 

Mr. Morris. I wish, Mr. Novikoff, you would not talk about what 
knowledge the committee has at this time. It is entirely a voluntary 
statement and without foundation in fact. 

Mr. Novikorr. I have devoted every bit of my time to cancer 
research, often made at the expense of my family, including for more 
than 2 years a desperately sick child. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever devote any of your time to the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Novixorr. May I finish ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Novixorr. This cancer work is, I believe, on the verge of impor- 
tant findings. Recognition of the work we have done came last week 
at the scientific and cancer research convention in Chicago. I had 
arranged a symposium on certain cell structures in which may be 
locked many of the secrets of life, normal and cancer. 

The editor of one of the leading cancer journals of the country 
wrote me of this conference that the symposium on the structure and 
the mitochondria was superb: 

It will be recorded as a great historical event in the field of histology. Its 
importance will be more and more realized as other investigations study the 
things said here. 

You are to be commended for your obviously careful planning and skill in 
organizing such an impressive history of mitochondria. 

Many similar letters have come tome. In ad lition, I was appointed 
to serve as one of its members for the next 3 years. This nomination 
was approved by the society. Also I was appointed by the council as 
the chairman of the entire program for next year’s convention. 

I do not wish to appear immodest; I am simply trying to indicate 
to the committee that I am in a position to make a significant contri- 
bution to his very important area of cancer research. “This committee 
is assuming, in my opinion, a grave responsibility by endangering the 
continuation of this work by insisting that I answer these questions 
which I have already answered in private or executive session. 

The CuatrmMan. Doctor, we want to congratulate you upon your 
fine work in cancer research. 

Mr. Novixorr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. And we would like to be able to congratulate you 
upon your being a fine citizen, as being an American. 

Senator Jounston. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this state- 
ment. We are all interested in cancer work, every one of us. But I 
would like to ask the witness this question, What does that have to do 
with whether or not he is a Communist ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I am not a Communist, if you are asking me that, sir. 

Senator Jonnston. Were you a Communist when you were in New 
York teaching ? 

Mr. Novixorr. The reason that this has to do with the problem, I 
have tried to indicate because I have said to the committee and to 
Senator Welker privately everything that I could to indicate that I 
have had no connections whatever with any of the things that Com- 
munists are engaged in or considered to be engaged in for the 5 years 
that I have been doing this cancer work. 
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Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, since you have been in Vermont, since 
you have been teac hing i in the University of Vermont, you have been 
in touch with people whom you knew to be Communists; have you not ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. You are asking me whom I knew to be Communists? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Novixorr. You are now asking me the same question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Melba Phillips to be a Communist? 

Mr. Novixorr. Did I know her to be a Communist? You are asking 
me the same 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Melba Phillips to be a Communist ? 

Mr. Novixorr. You don’t give me a chance to answer. 

Mr. Morris. I wish you would answer the question. 

Mr. Novixorr. You asked me about four questions since I tried to 
answer your first. 

The Cuarrman. Doctor, let us get the record straight. 

Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The question was read by the reporter as follows :) 


Mr. Morris. Did you know Melba Phillips to be a Communist? 


Mr. Morris. Melba Phillips, Mr. Chairman, was a professor at 
Brooklyn College about whom we had evidence that she was a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, and she was called before this committee 
and asked about her membership in the Communist Party, and she 
invoked her privilege against incrimination. We have had evidence 
in our records that this man has in fact seen Melba Phillips since he 
has been in the University of Vermont. 

I think our evidence shows that he knew Melba Phillips to be a 
Communist certainly while he was a fellow teacher of hers. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I am not a lawyer, sir; I have no lawyer with me. 
To me this seems to be, if I may use the word, a tricky question related 
to the first question, which I should like to answer now. 

I have not at any time for the 5 years I have been at the University 
of Vermont been connected with the Communist Party or any activities 
which are said to be engaged in by Communists. 

The Cuarrman. Were you ever a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I wish to state that for the reasons I have indicated, 
because I do not want to embarrass the university, primarily, I have 
gone as far as discussing what I have done for the last 5 years. Prior 
to that time, I am sorry, particularly for Senator Welker, for whom I 
have the highest regard, that I must take the same position which I 
took in executive session. 

The Cuarrman. What position is that, Doctor? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I must decline to answer this question. I am now 
referring to the first question put by Mr. Morris and any questions 
relating to it under the privileges granted to me by the Constitution 
of our country, particularly the fifth amendment, which states that. a 
citizen need not be compelled to bear witness against himself. 

Mr. Morris. Did you tell the president of your university that you 
had never been a C amenaeniat, the president of Vermont University 2 

Mr. Novixorr. I did not, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony under oath today that you never 
represented to the president of your university that any allegation 
that you were a Communist was false? 

Mr. Novixorr. The word “represented” I do not understand, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you ever told or indicated in any way to the 
president of the University of Vermont that you have never been a 
Communist? I would like to have an unqualified answer to that, 
Doctor. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I have never stated to the president of the University 
of Vermont whether I had or had not been a Communist. 

Mr. Morris. Did you deny that you had been a Communist ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have just given the answer to that, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the counsel to the university ¢ 

Mr. Novixorr. The counsel of the university is Mr. Lisman. 

Mr. Morris. Who is the president ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Dr. Carl Borgman. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever tell Mr. Lisman that you had never been 
a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Novixorr. I never told Mr. Lisman that. I understand that 
he got that impression from something which I said in a conference 
which I and the president and he had. I am sorry that he got that 
impression; I have tried very clearly—why don’t you let me finish? 
I mean, if you want to—— 

The Cuarrman. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I wish he were like the Senator, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Novixorr. It is hard enough under these circumstances to say 
what one wants to say, and to be badgered this way—you may smile, 
sir. If you were in this seat, sir, you would not be smiling. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, when this witness was first called before 
this committee we called the university out of courtesy to the university 
to let them know that he was being called down here. Mr. Lisman 
told me that he had discussed the matter with the president of the 
university and that we would have no trouble because this man would 
bea cooperat ive witness. I said, “Do you mean he is going to admit 
that he had been a Communist?” He said, “Well, this man has never 
been a Communist; he has told usso. He has given us every assurance 
that he has never been connected with the Communist organization in 
any way. 

That is Mr. Lisman’s conversation to me, and I submit that if there 
is any doubt we can call him down here and ask him. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I must indicate, Senator, that we have gone through 
all of this on my previous meeting, and I regret deeply for Mr. Lis- 
man’s sake and for the university that his name was brought into this 
picture. I said to Mr. Morris, I said to Senator Welker, and I don’t 
oes who else was present—— 

Mr. Morris. Senator Hendrickson. 

Mr. Novixorr. I don’t know if he was there at the moment; he was 
out of the room. I said then what I have to say now, and I deeply 
regret, and in fact I am chagrined by the action of the counsel in 
bringing Mr. Lisman’s name into the picture. It does him an injustice. 
I cannot say why Mr. Lisman got that impression; apparently from 
what Mr. Morris was told by Mr. Lisman he got that impression. 

I was careful not to affirm or deny anything ¢ connected with my mem- 
bership in the Communist Party at the time I discussed this. I ex- 
plained to him that at the present time, and this, by the way, was 
within a day or maybe the very day the subpena was ‘served some 3 or 4 
weeks ago. I explained that at the moment my initial impulse was to 
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use the one privilege granted to a witness under my circumstances, 
the fifth amendment, and speak of nothing relating to these problems. 

This was the position I took, Mr. Morris. I discussed with him 
some of the activities I had been engaged in at Brooklyn College. 
From what I said they may have gained certain impressions, but I 
was extremely careful, sir, not to state whether I had or had not been, 
whether I was or was not. 

Finally, after some deliberation and during a second conversation 
with my president, I decided to compromise with what I considered 
at that time to be my principles solely for the sake of lessening the 
embarrassment to the University of Vermont, which is right now in 
the process of asking for money from the State legislature, and only 
for that reason did I suggest that I might be willing not to use the 
privilege of the fifth amendment for the time that I had been as- 
sociated with that University. 

The CHarrman. Doctor, that is why we called you into executive 
session. We hoped that you would not invoke. We hoped that you 
would tell us the whole story. We hoped that you would help this 
committee rather than hinder its work. 

Mr. Novixorr. I assure you, sir, that I appreciate your having called 
me. I assure you further that I regret deeply that Mr. Lisman gave 
the wrong impression to the committee. It was not my intention 
that he be given that impression. It was not my intention that he 
communicate the impression that he had to the committee. 

The Cuarmman. Doctor, you can remove all impressions both pro 
and con by testifying to the truth and the whole truth. 

Mr. Novrxorr. Sir, I didn’t want to bring this up either in the ses- 
sion. I have gone over this. I don’t know whether it is proper to re- 
veal what came up in executive session, but you are bringing up all 
these matters. I indicated clearly then, I indivated to Senator Welker 
in a private letter, that people differ psychologically. Some are able 
to talk and names names; some are not. 

Unfortunately in some ways I belong to the second category. I 

cannot be an informer, and this is what I was asked to do, to show 
that I was really telling the truth when I said I no longer had—when 
I said I had no connections whatever with the Communist Party and 
had had none for any time during the time I was at the University of 
Vermont. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, Doctor, you are not willing to help 
this committee in its task. Our task is primarily this: To show that 
there is a Communist conspiracy directed from Moscow to infiltrate 
the educational system of this country, to affect the lives of the youth 
of this Nation, and yet you as a professor and an outstanding cancer- 
research scientist will not help this committee break this insidious 
conspiracy that is gnawing at the very vitals of this country. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I would help this committee in every way I am able 
short of doing 

The Cuatrman. Then all we ask you to do is to testify. 

Mr. Novrxorr. Short of doing the one thing that was asked of me. 
This was put to me that way, “You name names, and we will know 
you are telling the truth.” That I cannot do. 

The Cuatrman. Will you proceed with the questioning of the 
witness ? 
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Doctor, I admonish you to try to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, have you knowledge that Melba Phillips 
has been a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Novrxorr. As I said before, I am not a lawyer, and I don’t 
understand what is behind the words 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, did you attend Communist meetings 
with Melba PI illips ¢ 

Mr. Novixorr. I have indicated to you—I remember what you 
asked, and I want to make this clear. The counsel is referring again 
to something which occurred in private or exec utive session. 

The Cuatrman. Of course he is, because that is why we had the 
private or executive session, so that you might come in here and pro- 
tect your career and tell the committee the truth. We even gave you 
an extension of 3 weeks to go back and think it over. We know what 
happened in executive session. 

Mr. Novixorr. Maybe you have read the session. The counsel, I 
am sure, and Senator Welker, who has participated in this, knows 
what else happened in the session, which it is clear he has omitted 
from his presentation. I was asked whether I had ever seen since the 
time I was at the University of Vermont people from Brooklyn 
College. 

I said that of course I had; I had been there many times on visits. 
Then I was asked to name the people whom I had seen. I objected, 
sir, as I would like now to object to naming anybody because it seems 
to me that innocent people would be brought into public record simply 
because of my words. That I did not want to do. I was pressed on 
this by the subcommittee in executive session, and I finally began to 
mention some people whom I had seen from Brooklyn College on my 
visits. 

I was interrupted by the counsel, as I recall it, and asked whether 
I had seen Melba Phillips, and I said “Yes.” Then he said, “Where 
had you seen Melba Phillips?” ‘The insinuation of his remarks before 
was that I had seen her at Communist meetings. I had clearly indi- 
cated before that that I had never been at Communist meetings. 

For these 5 years I had had no connection whatever in relation to 
Communist meetings. So it was clear from my previous testimony 
that I could not have pean seen Melba Phillips. When he asked me 
where I had seen her, as I recall, I said that now that you ask me 
where I had seen her, I am not so sure, I may have seen her on my 
visits to Brooklyn College or at the American Association of Scientific 
Workers. 

Since I am not sure, I can best say that I think I had seen Melba 
Phillips, but since I don’t remember where, I am not sure. 

The Cuarrman. Doctor, can you answer this simple question? Did 
you ever see Melba Phillips at a Communist meeting ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Everybody, sir, it seems to me brings this ques- 
tion—— 

The Cuatrman. It is a very simple question, Doctor. You are an 
intelligent man; you have told us how outstanding you are in cancer 
research. Certainly you can answer a simple question as to whether 
or not you ever saw Melba Phillips at a Communist meeting? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Sir, I have tried to indicate that I will answer any 
questions the committee wishes to put to me for the 5 years that I 
have been at the University of Vermont. If you insist on asking me 
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questions for time earlier, I will have to invoke the privilege as I 
have already indicated, and if this question is put, leaving in the word 
“ever,” it would naturally include the period prior to ‘that when I 
went to the University of Vermont, and therefore if you wish to ask 
it in that form I would have to invoke the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. That is exactly what we want. Proceed. 

Senator Weixer. May I have a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. All right, Senator Welker. 

Senator Wreixer. Dr. Novikoff, you brought my name into this 


matter several times. I hope I will be your friend, and I hope you 
will be mine. 


Mr. Novixorr. I will be, sir. 

Senator Werker. I conducted the hearings in the private session on 
behalf of the chairman of this committee, and I thought that I treated 
you with all the courtesy and respect that any witness has ever 
received in any quasi or judicial proceeding that I have ever attended. 

Mr. Novrxorr. You did, sir. 

Senator Werxer. Is it a fact, Doctor, that after that conversation 
we had probably a 2-hour conference ? 

Mr. NovrKkorr. About an hour. 

Senator Werker. A very personal conference. At that time you 
were bothered with your conscience; were you not? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I was, sir. 

Senator Werxer. At that time I offered to call the president of the 
University of Vermont and the attorney for the University of Ver- 
mont in your behalf; am I correct, Dr. Novikoff ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werxer. I volunteered after our conversation to give you 
2 weeks’ time to think over the testimony. You then asked me for an 
additional week because you wanted to attend a meeting in Chicago. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. That is, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. I informed you, Doctor, that if you told the truth 
before the committee in private session that you could go forth with a 
clear conscience back to the University of Vermont, your testimony 
would remain private, and your reputation in no way hurt; am I cor- 
rect in that? 

Mr. Novixorr. Yes, sir. But I should make it clear what telling 
the truth really meant in concrete terms. You say telling the truth, 
but I had been told within the first 5 minutes that I spoke to Mr. Mor- 
ris that that meant naming names. 

Senator Wetker. Dr. Novikoff, how can this committee tell whether 
or not a man has severed his connection with the Communist Party 
unless he tells us all the truth? Can you tell me that? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I have thought of that as you know because I wished 
there were a way for you to examine my brain. There isn’t. You 
have to take the sincerity of wh: . I am saying; you have to look into 
what I have been doing. I have been at the laboratory day and night. 
I have been working on the data from the laboratory every minute of 
the day. I have been hi aving 7 hours’ sleep since this thing broke. 
How could I have been any wis ‘e? 

Senator Weixer. You certainly know that there are many mem- 
bers of the Communist Party operating in what we call the under- 
ground, sleepers, or floaters? You know that; do you not? 
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Mr. Novrxorr. I haven’t heard the word “sleepers” or “floaters.” 

Senator WeLker. You know there are many members of the Com- 
munist Party in our country operating underground without any- 
one knowing of their activities? You know that; do you not? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have read in the newspapers that this is the case. 

Senator Wetxer. Now the only question propounded to_you in 
private session was whether or not since you had gone to the Univer- 
sity of Vermont, whether or not you had been in contact with known 
members of the Communist Party, and you refused to answer that 
question upon the grounds of your privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment; is that correct? 

Mr. Novixorr. No; not as I recall it. I don’t have the private 
testimony, and I never saw it. As I recall it, sir, that question was 
never put in that form. I have never seen anybody in a Communist 
meeting, Brooklyn College people included or anybody since the time 
I have been at the University of Vermont. 

Senator Werker. Doctor, may I ask you this: Since going to the 
University of Vermont, have you seen or have you communicated with 
any person known to you to be members. of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Sir, the word “known” to me to be members of the 
Communist Party is ‘the very words which gives me difficulty. 

Senator Wexker. It gives you a little difficulty. Then may I 
say—— 

Mr. Novixorr. I will tell you why. Because “known to me” means 
that you are trying by this, not you but this question, by this way, is 
attempting to get me te answer a question which antedates the time 
I went to the University of Vermont and on which I have used the 
privilege granted me by the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. I will ask you this, and I know that you will 
appreciate—— 

Mr. Novixorr. I hope you appreciate what I am trying to say. 

Senator Weiker. Have you since going to the U niversity of Ver- 
mont, have you ever communicated with, associated with, any persons 
known to you to be a Communist prior to your joining the University 
of Vermont faculty? 

Mr. Novixorr. ‘This “prior to the University of Vermont,” it seems 
to me that this is the question, this is the very area, which I have said 
antedating the time going to the University of Vermont, which I 
have used the privilege. If you ask me for any specific person, I will 
be glad to tell you whether I have seen them since I went to the 
University of Vermont. 

The Cuarmman. When did you sever your relationship with the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Sir, it seems to me that this is the same question that 
was put earlier in a different form, and I must decline to answer this 
for the grounds previously indicated, or on the grounds previously 
indicated. 

Senator Wetxker. Doctor, you have told this committee 

The CHarrman. Let the record show another fifth amendment 
which may tend to intriminate the witness. 

Senator Weiker. You have told this committee in private and now 
in public that since joining the University of Vermont faculty you 
have not been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Novixorr. That is correct. 
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Senator WeLker. Yet you refuse to tell this committee whether or 
not since joining that faculty you have been in communication or 
visited with persons known by you to be Communists prior to your 
joining the University of Vermont faculty. Am I correct? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I have tried to answer this twice, Senator. This is 
the third time. If you ask me whether I have seen this or that person 
since I have been at the University of Vermont, I will to the best of my 
ability answer whether I have, where I have, seen them and in what 
connection. When you couple it as you do, sir, with a phrase at the end 
which asks me the very question which I have already declined to 
answer concerning the period prior to my going to the University of 
Vermont, it seems to me you defeat the very purpose you are trying to 
achieve. 

The CHatrman. Pardon me, Senator. I would like to ask this 
question. Then, Doctor, since you have joined the University of Ver- 
mont, have you see Melba Phillips? 

Mr. Novixorr. As I indicated before, I think I have. 

The CHatrman. Where ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I am not certain. The most likely place is when I 
went to Brooklyn College. I see many people. 

The Cnamman. Who else was present when you saw her? 

Mr. Novixorr. I can’t even remember whether | saw her. When you 
go to Brooklyn College, as I do, I went through the corridors, I saw 
many people; I visited with many people. 

The Cuarrman. Did you talk to Melba Phillips? 

Mr. Novrxorr. If I saw her I surely talked to her. I am not sure; 
I imagine I did. I have been there a half-dozen times at least. Every 
time I am in New York, and if it is at all possible, I go out to Brooklyn 
College. 

Mr. Morris. When have you last seen Dr. Helen Wendler Dean 
Markham ? 

Mr. Novixorr. If you permit me to consult the calendar, I can tell 
you precisely. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Markham is a member of the faculty of the Har- 
vard Medical School about whom we have had evidence that she has 
been a member of the Communist Party. She appeared before this 
subcommittee while we were in Boston, Senator, and when asked those 
questions she denied again and again whether or not she was a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Senator WreLker. She denied ? 

Mr. Morris. I mean invoked the fifth amendment; I am sorry, Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. Novrxorr. Unless I misread the calendar, it was April 6 on 
which I saw Dr. Dean last. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, where were you born ? 

Mr. Novixorr. May I say where I saw Dr. Dean? 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

Mr. Novrxorr. I saw Dr. Dean at the annual convention of the 
Histochemical Society at which she gave a paper and the one to which 
I have already referred on which I had arranged a symposium. 

Mr. Morris. When did you see her before that, Doctor ? 

Mr. Novikorr. She is one of the active people in histochemistry. 
When I had seen her? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 
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Mr. Novixorr. At the previous ° year’s meeting. 

Mr. Morris. When did you see her pr ior to tha it ? 

Mr. Novixorr. At the previous year’s meeting of the Histochemical 
Society. I have seen her 3 times at the 3 meetings. 

Mr. Morris. You know Dr. Markham ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Obviously I do from these Histochemical Society 
meetings. She is one of the most active people in the field of histo- 
chemistry. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, where were you born? 

Mr. Novixorr. I was born in Russia. 

Mr. Morris. What year? 

Mr. Novixorr. 1913. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Novixorr. 1913 to my knowledge. I am not sure, but I think it 
is 1913 

Mr. Morris. When were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I was naturalized through my father’s—what do 
they call that ?—derivative citizenship through my father’s naturaliza- 
tion in 1918. I believe it is 1918. 

Mr. Morris. What — do you hold? 

Mr. Novixorr. B.S., M. A., Ph. D. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you u obt: ain your B. A. degree? 

Mr. Novixorr. I said B.S. 

Mr. Morris. B.S. degree ? 

Mr. Novixorr. All degrees were obtained at Columbia University. 

Mr. Morris. I see. In what year did you obtain your bachelor’s 
degree ? 

Mr. Novikorr. 1931 probably. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have already indicated that I must decline to an- 
swer all questions prior to the time I went to the University of 
Vermont. 

The CHatrMan. Just a minute. Let the record show the reason 
for it, privilege under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Yes; for the reason previously indicated. 

The Cuarmman, All right. 

Mr. Morris. Were youa member of the Communist Party when you 
obtained your mas ster’s degree ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Since this antedates the time I went to the U niversity 
of Vermont, as you well know, I must invoke the same privilege. I 
should make it clear in doing so that I do not wish anybody here to 
assume that I was guilty of the thing that you are accusing me of. It 
is my understanding that the fifth amendment historically, certainly, 
and even under the present circumstances, is for the protection of 
innocent as well as for the guilty. 

I want it clearly understood by all present that by taking this posi- 
tion on these questions I am not saying that I am guilty of what you 
are by indirection accusing me of. 

Senator Jounsron. Did you have to write a thesis for your master’s 
degree? 

Mr. Novrkorr. I believe I did, sir. I am not sure. 

Senator Jounston. Do you recall what your master’s degree thesis 
was written on? 
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Mr. Novixorr. Well, I certainly recall the work. Whether the 
thesis was required I do not recall. I can tell you the thesis of my 
Ph. D. In the master’s I was working, as I remember it, on the trans- 
plantation of various parts of the egg of an amphibian related to a 
frog, triturus virdesens, or something like that. I had been staining 
various parts of the egg and so forth. 

My recollection is that I didn’t write a thesis; it didn’t materialize 
far enough, but I did have to write a thesis for my Ph. D. I can tell 
you what that was. 

Mr. Morris. What year did you obtain your Ph. D.? 

Mr. Novixorr. 1938. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ? 

Mr. Novixorr. This is the same question that I have previously de- 
clined to answer for the reason indicated previously. 

Mr. Morris. On what faculties have you taught? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have taught at Brooklyn College since 1931 until 
the time I went to Vermont, which was about 5 years ago, so it would 
be 1948. Since that time I have taught at the University of Vermont 
College of Medicine and I know you asked me this question before, 
before you ask me again, if I taught anywhere else, and I want to say 
I did teach for a little while two courses in biology at the Jefferson 
School in New York. 

Mr. Morris. When did you teach at the Jefferson School in New 
York? 

Mr. Novrxorr. As I told you a few weeks ago, and I can’t change it, 
probably in the period of 1945 or thereabouts, some 10 years ago or a 
little less. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that the Jefferson School has been a 
Communist training school ? 

Mr. Novikorr. I have seen it listed as connected to the Communists, 
and whatever that Attorney General’s list is, I have seen it listed there 
in the newspapers. I think after that time, however, I think. 

Senator Wetker. Answer the question. Did you know that it was 
a Communist training school? 

Mr. Novixorr. I don’t know what a Communist training school is. 
If it is connected to the Communists, if it is on a subversive list or the 
Attorney General’s list, then you may interpret it as a Communist 
training school, and if it is so, then of course it would be. I can only 
tell you | that the courses ] gave had nothing to do with communism. I 
gave courses that were strict objective scientific courses in introduc- 
tor y biology and in the evolution of living matter. 

Senator Werxer. While you were at the Jefferson School, did you 
ever attend any Communist meetings with members of the faculty ? 

Mr. Novixorr. This is the same question which I have already indi- 
cated. I must decline, ] am sorry, to answer for the reasons previously 
given. 

Senator Werker. Doctor, is it your idea that you might be in- 
criminated by answering a question about your activities w ith a politi- 
cal organization that was legal, say, 16 or 15 years ago? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Well, if I had a law yer here I would ask him whether 
I am correct in my interpretation, but I think this is the same question 
that I must decline to answer for the reason given, that it may tend to 
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incriminate me and, therefore, I must use the protection given me by 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this man gave an evasive 
answer on the last question, and I think the following series of ques- 
tions will bring it out. 

You know as a matter of fact that the director of the Jefferson 
School. Howard Selsam. has been a member of the Communist Party ? 
Do you not, Mr. Novikoff ? 

Mr. Novixorr. This is again a series of questions that I have indi- 
cated: I don’t know how long we will go on with this, but for as long 
as you wish. I will say that this is in the area which I have already 
indicated I will use the protection given to me by the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution and decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. And to your knowledge Howard Selsam, the director 
of the school, was a member of the Communist Party; is that not so? 

Mr. Novixorr. I must decline to answer this for the very reason 
indicated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I submit that when I asked him the 
question before, the only reason he would have any knowledge of the 
fact that the Jefferson School is a Communist school was that it was 
listed by the Attorney General. We have evidence in executive session 
that this man was in the same unit in the Communist Party as Howard 
Selsam. 

Have I made an unfair statement there, Doctor? Were not you and 
Howard Selsam in the same Communist unit there? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I have already indicated that this is the kind of ques- 
tion which I must decline to answer under the protection offered me 
by the Constitution, specifically the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morxis. Then you know that Howard Selsam was a director of 
the Jefferson school while you were a teacher at the Jefferson school ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the American Association of 
Scientific Workers ? 

Mr. Novixorr. The word “active” is a hard word to define. I 
wouldn’t consider myself active. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a treasurer of the American Association of 
Scientific Workers ? 

Mr. Novixorr. It grieves me, Mr. Counsel, that you should ask the 
same question which I thought I had cleared up for you in executive 
session. 

Mr. Morris. Well, I want you, Dr. Novikoff, to tell us exactly what 
position you did have in the American Association of Scientific 
Workers. 

Mr. Novixorr. It grieves me, sir, because I thought I had clarified 
for you a confusion which arose through some report that you read in 
the executive session. To my knowledge I was never an officer of the 
American Association of Scientific Workers. 

Mr. Morris. You were never an officer ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. I have just said that, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the American Association of 
Scientific Workers ? 

Mr. Novrxorr. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you identify this clipping? 
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Mr. Manpet. This is a photostat of the Daily Worker of January 
29, 1946, page 5. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read this into the record. 

Senator JENNER. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


Leading figures in the scientific, professional, and white-collar fields yesterday 
endorsed labor’s fight for higher wages and blamed the big corporations for the 
strikes now waging. 

Officials of 12 national organizations acting as individuals sent a statement to 
this effect to 150 organizations in their fields. 

The statement was issued by the National Council of Scientific, Professional, 
Art, and White-Collar Organizations. 

Signers of the statement include Kirtley Mather, president of the National 
Council; Olive Van Horn, secretary, National Board of the YWCA; Alex Novikoff, 
treasurer, American Association of Scientific Workers. 


Then it goes on to list other names, and I would like this whole 
thing to go into the record. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

(The information referred to is as follows :) 


[From the Daily Worker, New York, Tuesday, January 29, 1946, p. 5] 
WHITE CoLLAR MEN BACK STRIKES 


Leading figures in the scientific, professional, and white-collar fields yester- 
day endorsed labor’s fight for higher wages and blamed the big corporations 
for the strikes now waging. 

Officials of 12 national organizations acting as individuals sent a statement 
to this effect to 150 organizations in their fields. 

The statement was issued by the National Council of Scientific, Professional, 
Art, and White Collar Organizations. 


_ Signers of the statement include Kirtley Mather, president of the National 
Council; Olive Van Horn, secretary, National Board of the YWCA; Alex Novi- 
koff, treasurer, American Association of Scientific Workers; Donald Dushane, 
NEA Commission for the Defense of Democracy Through Education; and Paul 
Howard, American Library Association; Etnah Bouttee, National Council of 
Negro Women; Norma Boyd, National Non-Partisan Council on Public Affairs 
of Alpha Kappa Alpha; Antoinette Connon, Social Work Action Committee; 
Dorothy Kahn, American Association of Social Workers; Jacob Moscewitz, 
architect; Melber Phillips, Federation of American Scientists; Sadie Shapiro, 
director of social service, Hospital for Joint Diseases; and Dr. Phillip White, 
Institute of Cancer Research. 

The Cuarrman. Doctor, does that refresh your memory as to wheth- 
er or not you were ever an officer ¢ 

Mr. Novixorr. Sir, this is the clipping which Mr. Morris read into 
the executive session. I also remember very clearly the answer I 
gave. I said that this clipping in no way altered my statement. It 
is very interesting that counsel would put the clipping above my 
word which he could certainly, you have a research staff, I would 
hardly expect you to rely on the Daily Worker for the authe nticity 
of fact. 

I stated that to my knowledge I was never an officer of that society. 
If I were, I would be proud to tell you so. It just so happens that I 
don’t think I was. You trot out this clipping, which proves nothing. 
= 
They could easily have associated, confused, my officership in the 
Council of Scientific, Professional, Art, and White Collar Organi- 

zations, or whatever it was called. 

I was an officer there and probably was treasurer. I told this to 
the counsel and committee, and this reporter, or whoever wrote this, 
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probab ly confused the two. This was made clear to him, and this 
is now trotted out as evidence to impugn the veracity of my evidence. 
This is what grieves me. 

Senator WELKER. I want to ask you, my friend, to please cool your- 
self down. There is no one—— 

Mr. NOVIKOFF. I wish he would — 

Senator We.ker. Just a moment. We have a job to do here, and 
we have to introduce evidence. This goes to the weight and not to the 
credibility of this testimony, your testimony, your direct testimony 
that you were not treasurer of that organization. Of course, in my 
opinion as one member, it has more weight than a statement in the 
Daily Worker, but this proof must go into the record, Doctor, and it 
will be weighed by the committee. 

Mr. Novixorr. I appreciate that. 

The CHarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that before we 
can have this man’s denial in the record, we have to submit the evi- 
dence that he was treasurer of that organization. 

The CHamman. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. This continued abuse on the part of the witness of a 
logical proceeding here is completely without precedent as far as 
this committee is concerned. 

Mr. Novixorr. I would submit, sir, as a scientist I know that one has 
to weigh evidence, and I would think it would be a lot easier to find 
out by writing to the present officers of the Association of Scientific 
Workers to check on the correctness of what I have said. 

Senator WeLker. It is perfectly obvious, Mr. Witness, Dr. Novikoff, 
that when you make a blanket denial like that that it is obvious to the 
committee that you would not want to get yourself in a position where 
you would be guilty of perjury. 

Mr. Novikorr. That is correct. 

Senator WeLker. When we put in the evidence, we are doing the 
best we can with the material we have. Please feel that we are not 
trying to embarrass you, but, like counsel stated, before we can get the 


denial we certainly must have the record clear from which you can 
base your denial. 


Mr. Novixorr. Thank you, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Novikoff, have you been the treasurer of any scien- 
tific organization ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I indicated before that I think I was the treasurer. 
I know I was an officer, and I think the treasurer, of that society 
called—words to this effect, I don’t remember the precise wording— 
the National Council of Scientifie—— 

Mr. Morris. Professional, Art, and White Collar Organizations? 

Mr. Novixorr. Something to that effect. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
held that position ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I held that position long before I went to the Uni- 
versity of Vermont, and therefore your question is the same question 
in different form which I have alre ady indicated I must decline to 
answer for the reasons already stated. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you cannot tell us whether when you 


held this position you were a member of the Communist Party on'the 
grounds it might incriminate you ? 
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Mr. Novixorr. In other words, I have answered the question. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever taugh at the School for Democracy ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Sir? 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever taught at the School for Democracy? 

Mr. Novixorr. No. Whatever school that is, I have never heard 
of it. What is the School for Democracy? If you tell me—— 

The Cuarrman. We are asking questions, Doctor. 

Mr. Novixorr. Well, I don’t recall ever hearing of this school. 

The Cuarrman. That is an answer. ° 

Mr. Novixorr. Is that an answer? 

The CHarrman. That is an answer. 

Mr. Novixorr. O. K. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever attend Communist Party meetings in the 
home of one Doris Burnadet ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have not seen Doris Burnadet except during the 
time I was at Brooklyn College, and therefore this is in the area which 
as I have already indicated I must decline to answer for the reasons 
already stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been a liaison man between the Com- 
munist Party faculty at Brooklyn College and the Young Communist 
League? 

Mr. Novixorr. This is again the same question, and I must there- 
for decline to answer for the same reason given earlier. May I say 
“ditto” from now on? 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been known under any other name than 
Dr. Novikoff ? 

Mr. Novixorr. Ditto. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you refuse to answer on the grounds 
that your answer will incriminate you ? 

Mr. Novixorr. I have already stated that I will decline to answer 
all questions which may tend to incriminate me by virtue of the pro- 
tection granted me by the fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. I would 
like to put into the record, however, 4 Daily Worker articles and 2 
catalogs of the Jefferson School showing this man’s connection with 
those organizations. 

The Cratrman. They may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

(The information referred to is as follows :) 


Catalogue 
JEFFERSON SCHOOL OF SoOcIAL ScIENCE 
September—December 1945, p. 67 


Novikorr, ALEx, Instructor, “Introductory Biology” (105); “Origin and Evolu- 
tion of Life” (106) 


M. A., Ph. D., Columbia University. Instructor in Biology, Brooklyn College 





THE JEFFERSON SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE 
FALL TERM 
September-December .. . 1944, p. 76 


Novixorr, ALEX, Instructor, “Introductory Biology” (101); “The Origin and 
Evolution of Life” (102) M. A., Ph. D., Columbia University. Instructor in 
Biology, Brooklyn College 
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Have You Registered? 


Classes are still open for registration. You may register 
and attend class tonight in: 


The Far East in World Affairs; The Earth and Society 


Frederick V. Pield 7:45-9 15 PM. | Harold Kirshner 7.00-8 30 P.M, 
The Negro in American Life | 

Abram: Hiff, Gwendolyn Bennett, | Astronomy and Geology 

Pearl Primus, Thomas Richardson, Iven Hurlinger 8:45-10:15 P.M. 
Dr, Sterling Brown and others 


6:30-8:00 P.M. | Introductory Biology 
The American Revolution : 8:15-9:45 P.M. 


Prencis Franklin 7:00-8 30 P.M. 

The National and Comedy in Shakespeare 
Colonial Question Dr. Annette T. Rubinstein 

Theodore R. Bassett 6:30-8:00 P.M. 8.45-10 1S PML 


and Other Courses 


THE JEFFERSON SCHOOL OF 
SOCIAL SCIENCE 


57S Avenue of the Americas, New York 11, N.Y. WAtkine 9-1600, 





{From the Daily Worker, November 13, 1945, p. 8] 


That's only one of the great discoveries you'll make in the 
science courses at Jefferson School. Here Science is a part 
of life, of your life. Come out of the test tubes and into the 


laboratory of life. Your choice of many courses like these: 


The Structure of Matter Astronomy and Geology 

Iven Hurlinger lven Hurlinger 
Introductory Biology: The Nature Behavior and Development of the 
of Living Things Pre-School Child 


. Alex Neviko Dr. Henry Hensburg 
Amhropology : sh of Genetics and Development 


ni 
Human Seciecty Dr. May Edel Dr. Alex Novike# 


REGISTRATION NOW GOING ON: DAILY 2 10 9... SATURDAY 10 TO I 


JEFFERSON SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCE 
57S Sixth Avenve, New York 11 (at 16th Street) + WAtkins 9-1602 





Meee sie 
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JEFFERSON BOOKSHOP and JEFFERSON SCHOO, presents 


DAILY WORKER 11/16/45,p. 8 Books ® Exhibits © Panel Discussions 
JEFFERSON BOOKEAIR Saturdey Morning and Afternoon: 
« uae - For Young People and Their Parents. 
se° vere Saturday Evening: 
SPEAKERS — Walter Bernstein © Howard Past 
Guy Trosper @ Alfied Kremyborg @ W'iliam Rose 
Benet @ Edward Chodoroy @ Howard da Bilva 
Norman Rusten @ Samuel Sillen 
Sunday Afternoon: 
SPEAKERS — Dr Philip 3 Poner © Leo Ruberman 
Dr. Lewis Balamutt: © Bernard Jaffee @ Dr. Alex 
RAI oe 


No’ 
Suna, ing : 


SPEAKERS — Israel Epstein © Alfred Kantorowicz 
Harriet Moore @ Eslanda Goude Robesun @ Gwen- 
dolyn Bennett @ Albert Kaha @ Bervard Smith 
Howard Selsam 


Panel Sessions 50e - No Admission for Exhibits 


Jefferson School of Social Science 
16th ST. & AVENUE OF AMERICAS 











BOOKEAIR Saturday Morning and Afternoon: 
as - For Young People and Their Parents. 

Saturday Evening: 
SPEAKERS — Walter Bernstein © Howard Past 
Guy Trosper @ Alfred Kremyborg @ William Rose 
Benet @ Edward Chodoroy @ Howard da Silva 
Norman Rosten @ Samuel Sillen 

Sunday Afternoon: 
SPEAKERS — Dr. Philip S. Foner @ Leo Huberman 
Dr. Lewis Balamuth @ Bernard Jaffee © Dr. Alcx 


oo, — 


SPEAKERS — Israe! Epstein © Alfred Kantorowicz 
Harriet Moore @ Eslanda Goode Robeson @ Gwen- 
dolyn Bennett @ Albert Kahn @ Bernard Smith 
Howard Selsam 


I Panel Sessions SOc - No Admission for Kxhibits 


trp, Jefferson Sehool of Social Science 
16th-ST. & AVENUE OF AMERICAS 


» 11/13/45,p-8 Books © Exhibits © Panel Discussions 
‘JEFFERSON 





. The CHarrman. Are there any questions by any member of the 
committee ¢ 
If not, you may stand aside. 
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(The following was ordered inserted in the record, showing Alex 
Novikoff’s book, From Head to Foot, was being offered for sale by 
the Workers Bookshop at their annual sale, May 2-16, 1953:) 

ANNUAL SALE 


May 2 to May 16, 1953, inclusive—Hours: 10 a.m. to 7 p. m. 


20 ro 80 peRCENT RepuctTIoON ON Att Books Except THOSE PRICE PROTECTED 
By Law 


Complete Your Library Now! 
WORKERS BOOKSHOP 
50 East 13th Street, New York 3, N. Y. 


Please add 10 cents per book for packaging and postage 


MARXIST CLASSICS 


Regular Sale 











price price 

The ¢ War in France, by Karl Marx | $1.25 | $0. 98 

\ Ler ected Work 2 volume 25. 00 | 19. 95 

elected Works of Karl Marx (2 volumes 7.00 | 5. 59 

nti-Duhr by Marx and Eng 3.00 | 2. 39 

Crit the Gotha Program, by Karl Marx 1. 25 | . 98 

Che 1st I re, by Karl Marx 1.25 | 98 

Origir the Fa by Frederick Engel . 1. 65 | 1. 29 

he Peasant War Germany, by F. Engels 1 1. 49 

) t Nature by Frederick Eng 3 2. 39 

On “Capital”, by Frederick Engel 1, 25 | 98 

Ludwig Feuerbach, by Frederick Engel 1 98 

I ( War in the | S by Karl Mar 1F. I ‘ 2. 39 

I | vy. } | 1 ind F. Eng 1.79 

i Corr ence of Marx and Engels 2.19 

I I by Karl Marx a Engi | 1. 39 

The Hou Q ) Frederick Eng 98 

t 1.19 

H r I r \ ‘ the I ted States, by P. S. Foner s 2. 98 

I Ww ( An Infantile D j by V. IL. I 98 

ted W 1. XIX), V. 1. Le 1, 98 

\ XXIID), V. I. Lenin 2.75 | 2.19 

M N il Question, J. Stalin 1. 50 | 1.19 

‘ 1} by A. Leontiev ‘ 2. 40 | 1. 98 

} lution, V. I iin and J. Stalir 2.00 | 1. 59 

Ecor nd Capita by M. Dobt 3.00 2.39 

elopment of Capitalism, by Maurice Bobt 4. 00 3.19 

| Devel ent Since 7 4.00 3.19 

I by George D ( 2. 50 1, 98 

_. How 1. 50 1.19 

E by How 2. 1. 59 

} \I 2 1. OR 

{ Wr eh) 1. 98 

) | | ! ] } } I Me 2 1. 79 

r W riting a A ; tic he I Be Y , 7 5 | . 59 

( Karl Mar Int. Edit } 4.25 3. 29 

Pa Fr Worker’s Life, by W. Z. Foster 2. 50 1. 98 

A I nior a W m Z. I t 2.8 2. 29 

Ww : I | Re e Blo 2. 50 1. 98 

Irela H w r. A. Jacksor & 2.98 

NEW BOOKS FOR YOUR PERMANENT LIBRARY 

History of the Communist Party of the United States, by Wm. Z. Foster $6. 00 $4.79 

rheor f rplus Value, by Karl Marx 4.00 3.19 

In Defense of Philosophy, by Maruice Cornforth 2. 50 1. 98 

A | r by James A 2.90 2. 35 
T | I " I t 1.00 

A | ‘ J vy, by V. J.J ‘ 2. 50 1. 98 

The Heart of Spain, by Alvah Be 4.50 |--- 

Spartacus, by Howard Fast 

Hard r 50 1. 98 

Sof 


00 79 


Daughters and Sons, by Kung Chueh and Yuan Ching 50 | 





2 oe bo 





Mao’s Cl i troduction and traslation by Boyd C mpton 50 
Wandering Star (a novel), by Sholom Aleichen 3.00 |_.- : 
We Can Be Friends, by Carl Marzani (soft cover $1) - lesen on 3. 50 2. 50 
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NEW BOOKS FOR YOUR PERMANENT LIBRARY—Continued 


Regular Sale 


price price 
< aie i 
Speak Out—America Wants Peace, by Arthur D. Kahn $0. 50 ‘ 
A Documentary History of the Negro People in the United States, edited by H. 

A ptheker; preface by Dr. W. E. B. DuBois 7. 50 $6. 00 
Outline Political History of the Americas, by Wm. Z. Foster-~ . ‘ 6.00 | . 
Iron City (a novel), by Lloyd Brown | 

Hard cover a ‘ , es 3.00 | aa 

Soft cover ; see : 1. 50 1.19 
All Quiet in the Kremlin, by Goerge Marion: | 

Hard cover 3. 00 

Soft cover__. . 1. 50 - 
The Soviets in Central Asia, by W. P. Coates i 5. 00 3. 98 
We Charge Genocide, edited by Wm. L. Patterson 1. 00 .50 
The Right of Nations to Self-Determination, Selected writings by V. I. Lenin on the 

National question: 

Hard cover = 4 pintaiiih kate cteioniandindiaetomaon - —~ 1. 50 S 

Soft cover_.-.- inn ssininstiiniia tata . satis . 90 79 

RECENT OUTSTANDING TITLES 
| | 

A Documentary History of the Jews in the United States, edited by M. Schappes $6. 00 | $4. 00 
American Imperialism, by Victor Perlo | 

Hard cover | 2. 25 | 1.79 

Soft cover | 1.25 | 98 
Labor Fact Book No. 10, by Labor Research Association 2. 00 | 1. 59 
Monopoly Today, by Labor Research Association 

Hard cover 1. 50 1.19 

Soft cover 90 ~79 
Political Economy, a textbook by John Eaton 2.35 anes 
Handbook of Philosophy, by Howard Selsam 1. 50 1.19 
Science and Idealism, by Maurice Cornforth 2. 50 1. 98 


THE NEGRO PEOPLE, THEIR HISTORY AND CULTURE 


Black Reconstruction, by W. E. B. DuBois $9. 00 $7.50 
Laughing To Keep From Crying, by Langston Hughes 2. 78 
American Negro Slave Revolts, by H. Aptheker 4.00 3.19 
The Negro Caravan, edited by Sterling Brown 3. 50 2.79 
Simpie Speaks His Mind, by Langston Hughes 

Hard cover ‘ 3. 00 

Soft cover P ‘ 1.00 


The Negro In Our History, by Carter G. Woodson 
Negro Liberation, by Harry Haywood 


Hard cover a 2. 25 1.79 
Soft cover S 1.00 79 
To Be Free, by Herbert A ptheke r 3. 00 2. 39 
The Poetry of the Negro, edited by Langston Hughes and Arna Bontemp 6.00 
Life and Writings of Frederick Douglass, edited by P. Foner 
VOR. Licse 4.00 3. 20 
WHR: Baca ‘ 4.50 3. 60 
ve 2 ; : 4.00 | 3. 20 


NEW BOOKS 


| 

Women Who Work, by Grace Hurching $0. 90 

The Scalpel, The Sword, by T. Allen and 8. Gordon 5. 00 

Brother Bill McKie, by Phillip Bonosky 1. 50 

Soviet Civilization, by Corliss Lamont-.-.- : 5. 00 ° 
Latest Soviet Novels, 

FICTION AND LIGHTER NONFICTION 

Hopalong Freud Rides Again, by Ira Wallach a : $2. 50 $1. 98 
How To Be Deliriously Happy, by Ira Wallach... 2. 50 1. 98 
Hopalong Freud, by Ira Wallach hae ae 2. 50 1. 98 
The Proud and the Free, by Howard Fast_-.- . 3. 00 1, 29 
The Eyes of Reason, by Stefan Heym ’ 1.00 . 59 
The Journey of Simon McKeever, ty Albert Maltz_-- 1. 00 .59 
With Sun in Our Blood, by Myra Page 2. 50 . 59 
One Foot in America, by Yuri Suhl_- . 2.75 | 2.19 
Autobiography of Maxim Gorky-. dat g 3.75 2. 98 
Treasury of Jewish Folklore : 4.00 | 3.19 
Treasury of Jewish Humor Cates ii : ; 5.00 | 3. 98 
Swing Shift, by Margaret Graham.-.-. ‘ 3. 00 . 89 
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SCIENCE AND CULTURE 


Regular Sale 
p price 
| | ! H I $3. 50 $9.79 
7 2.19 
10.0 7.98 
] | ( I S Basec n ‘ 
| 00 98 
H i I 00 
} 
¥ . 
‘ HILD | Y’S BOOK 
‘ y $0. 79 
1. 59 
1.79 
( () 1.19 
4) 1.19 
2 1. 60 
; air 2 00 1.59 
? ) 1.98 
7h) 1. 98 
} ) 2 39 
4 i) 1 ~ 
\ \ () 1. O8 
es 8 7 2. 20 
It : > 00 1. 59 
1.00 79 
75 1. 40 
I I ) 
I 2. (Ml l ) 
T ; 1 7 1 Q 
I ! 1.00 5Y 
4 ( ) 
AR AIN BOOKS 
} H s M $1.00 
rm 1.00 
I 2 1.00 
\ La ) 1.00 
7 1.00 
I E. Ka ( 1.00 
f Heir 6.00 8.19 > 
I ( Rk, ¢ I 5 Oo OS 
Mit a ae 2.50 1.19 
Tho ( {K. Mar nd F.] 2.2 9S 
M 2 ) 1. 50 
1 eve A , 2 59 
R by Heyn 3. 76 59 " 
Fi , by P. Nobl 3.00 1.00 
thé? W i } iwvn The 3.00 59 
ik O Amer iw Peace, t Arthur Ka 1.00 50 
Aur g Lo Ar 2 volume 6. 00 1.00 
The } trike. } Mike Quir 1.00 50 
Citiz l Paine, by How if t 2. 75 1.00 
It A rican, ft Howard Fast 3. 00 1.00 
PO! \ 
Ihe Road Is Rocky (soft cover), by Don West 1.00 
Montage of a Dream Deferred, by La ton Hughes 2. 00 
Complete Poetry and Prose of Walt W} : 5. 00 
The Fireside Book of Folk Song 5.00 
rhe 1 f Jewish Fol Rut 4. 50 
Jazz—A I e's Music, by Sidi Finke!st 3.00 2. 49 
How \\ Ex ses Ideas, t ir B Hn) .79 
Dent Vesey, by Aaron Kramer 7 59 


The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn? Do you solemnly 
swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Hocu. I do so, sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF MYRON L. HOCH, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY COUNSEL, HARRY I. RAND, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The CuatrMan. You may be seated. 

Will you state your name to the committee ? 

Mr. Hocn. My name is Myron L. Hoch. 

The CuarrMan. Speak louder, please. 

Mr. Hocn. Myron L. Hoch. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Hoch ? 

Mr. Hocu. I live in Brooklyn at 145 Henry Street. 

The Cuairman. What is your business? 

Mr. Hocn. Lama teacher. 

The Cuairman. Where do you teach ? 

Mr. Hocu. I teach at the City College in New York City. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Morris, you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. You also teach at Rutgers, do you not ? 

Mr. Hocnu. Yes, but my regular job is at City College. The Rut- 
gers job is part time. 

Mr. Morris. I understand. How long have you been on the fac- 
ulty of City College ? 

Mr. Hocn. Since 1951. 

Mr. Morris. Will you speak a little louder ? 

Mr. Hocu. Since 1931. 

Mr. Morris. With a break for the war? 

Mr. Hocnu. With a break for the war period. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been on the faculty of Rutgers 
University ? 

Mr. Hocn. Since February 1947. 

Mr. Morris. February 1947 ? 

Mr. Hocn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morrts. Is your work at Rutgers University in the evening 
school and at City College in the day school ? 

Mr. Hocu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born, Mr. Hoch ? 

Mr. Hocu. In New York City. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Hocn. 1911. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold ? 

Mr. Hocn. I hold the bachelor of business administration degree 
from City College. : 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Hocn. 1931. 

Mr. Morris. What other degrees? 

Mr. Hocn. Master of arts, Columbia, 1933; and I am a candidate 
for the Ph. D. at Columbia at the graduate school of business. 

Mr. Morrts. I see. Your testimony is that you were on the faculty 
of City College from 1931 to the time you went to work in the Gov- 
ernment in 1941? 

Mr. Hocn. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. During that time, Mr. Hoch, were you a member of 
the Communist Party ?¢ 

Mr. Hocu. Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of the Communist 
Party. For the period since January 1, 1942, I have not been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party. For the period prior to January 1, 
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1942, I must respectfully decline to answer the question as I did an 
hour ago under the protection afforded me by the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. You recognize the significance of your position, Mr. 
Hoch? You i saying that if you answer truthfully any questions 
before January 1, 1942, you will be putting into the rec ord evidence 
for which you can a prosecuted and evidence of a crime against which 
the statute of limitations has not run ¢ 

Mr. Hocn. Would you mind repeating that ? 

Mr. Morris. Read the question back, please. 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Morris. You may consult your attorney on that if you like. 

Mr. Hocu (after conferring with counsel). May I answer? 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

Mr. Hocu. Following consultation with my attorney, it is my im- 
pression that your statement is not necessarily correct, and I must 
consequently, I must rest upon the protection afforded me as I have 
before under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Let the record show at this time that the witness 
is before the committee with counsel. 

Would you state your name? 

Mr. Ranp. Harry I. Rand. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you practice law? 

Mr. Ranp. I practice with offices at the Wyatt Building, Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Proceed, Mr. Morris. Just a moment. 

Are you with a firm, sir? 

Mr. Ranp. Individual. 

Mr. Morris. You had war service during the war, did you not, Mr. 
Hoch ? 

Mr. Hocn. I worked for Government war agencies. 

Mr. Morris. What? 

Mr. Hocu. I worked for Government war agencies. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what Government war agencies you 
were in? 

Mr. Hocu. I worked for the Office of Civilian Supply, for the 
National War Labor Board; I worked in the Wholesale and Retail 
Trade Division. 

Mr. Morris. Will you speak up a little, Mr. Hoch ? 

Mr. Hocn. I worked in the Wholesale and Retail Trade Division 
of Office of Civilian Supply from about a day or 2 before Christmas, 

1941, into the summer of 1944, when the agency was being reorganized, 
a reductions in force were again imminent. Then I transferred 
to the National War Labor Board. 

At the War Labor Board, I was there until the end of 1945, when 
the War Labor Board folded up following the lifting of controls 
and the end of hostilities. I went to, oh, I worked at the OPA for 
a short period, about 5 or 6 months, while my papers were being 
processed and while hoping to get a job at the War Assets Adminis- 
tration. 

Then I went to the War Assets Administration. 

Mr. Morris. How long were you at War Assets Administration ? 
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Mr. Hocn. I was there from sometime, I believe, in February, to 
the best of my recollection, February, I would say, or March of 1946 
into the spring of 1947. What happened was this: At the American 
Economic Convention, the end of 1946, early 1947, at Atlantic City, 
I was urged by the chairman of the economics department at Rutgers, 
Dr. Leonard, I was urged to come up and teach courses there while I 
would try to complete the requirements for the Ph. D. He urged 
me to do so, and I responded, and so I began to teach up there in 
February—I guess the semester began early in February—2 evenings 
a week, taking annual leave for a couple of hours on the 2 afternoons 
that I left earlier and making the milk train back the following 
night and using up some of it, you know, annual leave, that way. 

Then I left the agency when I no longer could keep my eyes open, 
so tospeak. That was some time in the spring of 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Hoch, you were identified in sworn testimony 
before the New York State Legislature in 1941 as having been a 
member of the Communist cell at City College; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hocn. Mr. Morris, as I stated earlier in these proceedings on 
a number of occasions, I am not a Communist—— 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Mr. Hoch, I am not asking that. I am asking 
whether there was testimony. This does not involve any knowledge 
on your part, any knowledge of the people involved. Was there 
testimony to the effect that you had been a member of a Communist 
cell at City College, and did this exposure take place in 1941? Did 
you read that in the newspaper? Let me put it that way. 

Mr. Hocn. Mr. Morris, I must respectfully invoke the privileges 
extended to me under the constitutional safeguards against self- 
incrimination set forth in the amendment. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Hoch, in connection with your Government work, 
did you fill out any forms in applying for the various jobs that you 
held during the war? 

Mr. Hock. May I consult my counsel ? 

The CHatrMaANn. You may. 

Mr. Hocu (after oe with counsel). I should think so; I 
must have. I don’t remember, but I must have. 

Mr. Morris. On any of those were you asked whether you were a 
member of a political party that advocated the overthrow of the 
Government by force and violence? That was a standard question in 
all Government forms at that time; was it not? 

Mr. Hocnu. Mr. Morris, with respect to that question I must again 
rest upon the privileges extended by the Constitution under the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Jonnsron. Let us get the date. When are you resting on 
the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Hocnu. Pardon? 

Senator Jonnstron. All the time? 

Mr. Hocn. I have rested. I have answered the question, I think. I 
am not sure of your question. 

Senator Jounston. My question was this: Do you refuse to answer 
any questions pertaining to whether or not you were a Communist 
prior to a certain datef What date is it? You say you are not a 
Communist now. What date do you fix? 

Mr. Hocu. I have said that with respect to the period before Janu- 
ary 1, 1942. 
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Senator JoHnsTon. 1942? 

Mr. Hocu. I was resting, I was invoking the privilege. 

Senator JoHNston. So when you came to work for the Government 
you immediately left the Communists in 1942; is that right! 

Mr. Hocu. I left what? 

Senator Jonnsron. You left the Communist Party in January 1942, 
when you came to work for the Federal Government; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Hocn. Will you excuse me? 

The Cuamman. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Hocu (after conferring with counsel). Mr. Senator, the an- 
swer that I am giving is the same answer that I am giving before. I 
must decline to answer the question. 

Senator Jounsron. But you do answer it and say you were not a 
Communist after January 1942; is that not your sworn statement ? 

Mr. Hocu. I have said, sir—— 

Senator Jonnston. But you refused to answer—— 

Mr. Hocn. I have not been a Communist since January 1, 1942. 

Senator Jounston. But you refused to answer the question whether 
you were a Communist prior to January 1942; is that not true? 

Mr. Hocu. I have so declined to answer the question, sir. 

Senator Jonnsron. And that is the same date that you came to 
work for the Federal Government; is it not ? 

Mr. Hocn. I came to work for the Federal Government at the end 
of 1942—at the end of 1941. I remember it was just before Christmas. 
I was deeply hurt by it because my substitute got my Christmas pay. 

Senator Jomnsron. But your papers had not cleared until January 
1942 ; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Hocn. Pardon me, sir? 

Senator Jounsron. Your papers. You came and started work, but 
they were investigating you, and you had not cleared until in early 
1942; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Hocu. Believe me, I am not quite sure of what the question was. 

Senator Jounston. All your papers in regard to your employment 
had not cleared until early in 1942, that is clear, is it not ? 

Mr. Hocu. Will you excuse me while I 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

Mr. Hocu (after conferring with counsel). I am sorry, I just do 
not know what the answer to that question is. I really do not know: 
that is a process of personnel. 

Senator Jonnsron. I think your answer is to the question. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your Government work, Mr. Hoch, 
did you deny Communist Party membership in your applications and 
in your personnel interviews { 

Mr. Hocu. I am sorry, sir, I must once more invoke the privileges 
extended under the ilanaed. 

Mr. Morris. You worked as a subordinate of Nathan Gregory Sil- 
vermaster, did you not, in 1945? 

Mr. Hocu. I worked in the Market and Research Division at War 
Assets at some time from the winter of 1946 into the spring of 1947. 
During that period of time I met the man, probably 3 or 4 or 5 times, 
at staff meetings, perhaps once or maybe twice, and with others in 
connection with going over a memorandum with some recommenda- 
tions that he would probably transfer over, submit, to others or move 
along. 
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Mr. Morris. Was he your superior ? 

Mr. Hocu. He was the Director of the Economic and Market Re- 
search Division. Actually for a good deal, a long part, of that time 
he was ill with asthma or something like that, or so the talk ran, and 
actually for—I don’t know whether it was for most or all, but really 
the head of that Division was to all intents and purposes a man named 
Phillip Mullenback, who ran the show. 

Senator Weikxer. Mr. Chairman, may I have a question ? 

The CHarrman. Had you completed your answer ? 

Mr. Hocn. I am sorry, sir. 

Senator We.txer. Mr. Hoch, when you met Nathan Gregory Silver- 
master in your employment in the Government hereafter 1942 2, did 
you know him to be a member of the Communist Party 

Mr. Hocn. I did not, sir, as I said before. 

Senator We.ker. Did you ever discuss your prior political affilia- 
tions with Nathan Gregory Silvermaster ¢ 

Mr. Hocu. I didnot. I indicated an hour or 2 ago 

Senator WeL_ker. What you did in indicating at the executive ses- 
sion and what you are indicating here are two different things. 

Mr. Hocu. I am sorry, sir. 

Senator Weixer. You will answer the questions as I propound 
them. 

Mr. Hocu. Mr. Senator, the press is here, and because Silvermas- 
ter’s name has been all over the newspapers, and now my name is in- 
volved, an association is going to be made that has no validity what- 
soever, no basis in fact. I refer to the executive hearings only to 
indicate to you how I got the job, and I would like simply to tear away, 
to abrade, some of this association immediately if I may say some 
words, 

Senator Werxer. I think you can tear it away if you testify about 
your prior activities prior to 1942. You would not have any trouble 
tearing it away. 

Mr. Hocu. May I explain, Mr. Senator, how I got the job? 

Senator We.xer. I want to ask you this question, and then if coun- 
sel wants to ask you about that he can. 

After coming into the Government did you ever discuss with anyone 
your prior political, affiliations prior to 1942? 

Mr. Hocn. Mr. Senator, I must once more decline to answer that 
question on the grounds already set forth under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wevker. Did you ever tell anyone that you were a member 
of the Communist Party prior to 1942? 

Mr. Hocnu. No, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You never told anyone that you were a member 
of the Communist Party prior to 1942? 

Mr. Hocn. I am afraid I shall have to decline to answer that ques- 
tion again on the grounds—I am not a lawyer, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Well, you have a pretty good one sitting there by 
you. 

Mr. Hocu. But he is not I. 

Mr. Morris. You are not now a Communist, Mr. Hoch? 
Mr. Hocu. I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions. 
The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

If there are no further questions, you are excused. 
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Mr. Hocn. May I say one thing, sir? I have had a very long 
teaching record, and I have had a long record, a pretty good record, 
in the Government. I am willing to stand on that record. I have 
worked hard all my life, as I say, and lots and lots of people could 
testify. 

The Cuatrman. Have you worked hard for the Communist Party 
at any time? You made the voluntary statement, and I would like 
to ask you if you worked hard for the Communist Party also? 

Mr. Hocu. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 





The Cuatrman. All right, then, I do not care for any voluntary 
statement. 

The committee is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 p. m., the subcommittee recessed subject to 
the call of the Chair.) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 24, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SuspcoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
ON THE INTERNAL SECURITY AcT AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, BG: 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 
P-63, the Capitol, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The CuHairMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Norton, will you stand up and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear the testimon y you will give in this hearing will be 


the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Norton. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT NORTON, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The Cuatrman. You may proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Norton, will you give your full name and address 
to the committee ? 

Mr. Norron. My name is Robert Norton, 2033 McGraw Street, New 
York 62, N. Y. 


Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? 
Mr. Norron. I am employed by the news service of the American 


Chemical Society. 

Mr. Morris. o what is your academic training? 

Mr. Norron. I attended the public schools in a good many different 

ties, Walla Walla High Scho 1 in the State a Wa shington, Whit- 
man College in the city of Walla Walla for 3 irs, 5 years at the 
University of Washington from which I gr: seek ad in 1922. 

Mr. Morris. Now what is the nature of your duties at the American 
Chemical Society ¢ 

Mr. Norron. It is the publicity business, and it deals with news re- 
leases, radio prog rrams, helping the local sections of the society to 
develop their public-relations programs. I usually broadcast the radio 
program in New York each week and participate in the preparation 
of the scripts. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Mandel, do we have anything that we can 
put into the record showing the nature of the American Chemical 
Society ¢ 

Mr. Manpev. We have a pamphlet issued by the American Chemical 
Society, listed as bulletin 1, 1952, entitled, “It Is Your Society,” which 
indicates that the society is engaged in the promotion of research in 
chemical science and industry and in the increase and diffusion of 
chemical knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Norton. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Norton, do you still keep contact with people you 
know to be Communists? 

Mr. Norton. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Morris. Do you still keep contact with people you know to be 
Communists? 

The Cratmman. Let the record show that the witness consulted 
counsel before answering the question. 

Mr. Norton. Well, I don’t know whether the people that I come in 
contact with are Communists or not. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party on April 
23, 1947? 

Mr. Norton. 19 ? 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party on April 
23, 1947? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of my 
privilege under the fifth amendment that a person may not be called 
to testify against himself. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Norton, you have been with the American 
Chemical Society since 1950? 

Mr. Norron. Pardon me? 

Mr. Morris. You have been with the American Chemical Society 
since 1950? 

Mr. Norton. Since 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Now were you Secretary of the League for Fair Play 
‘om 1942 to 1952? 

Mr. Norton. Yes, approximately. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us what the nature of that organization 
was—the League for Fair Play? 

Mr. Norton. The League for Fair Play was a lecture bureau. It 
is no longer functioning. It had a list of speakers which it offered to 
community groups of various types, service clubs and veterans posts, 
women’s clubs, schools, colleges, universities, and, generally, those 
organizations that regularly engage public speakers. 

The speakers were “simply booked by the league. It did not pay 
the speaker’s fee. Those were paid by the host “organization in each 
case. 

Mr. Morrts. And your duties were what then ? 

Mr. Norton. I am sorry? 

Mr. Morris. What were your duties there? 

Mr. Norton. My duties were those of executive secretary, and I 
acted as the booking agent. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you were the active director of the 
organization ? 

Mr. Norton. Yes; I was the office figure in that case. 
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Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party during 
the period you were executive secretary for the League for Fair P lay 
from 1942 to 19502 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do prior to your assuming the job as 
secret uy of the League for Fair Play? 

Mr. Norton. Free-lance lecturing. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give a general description of some of the 
lecture work you did in this capacity ? 

Mr. Norton. Well, I was booked for lectures in the same type of 
organizations. 

Mr. Morris. Who booked you? 

Mr. Norton. A lecture bureau. I don’t recall. Many of the en- 
gagements I got myself. As I recall, I was listed by the League for 
Fair Play before I became executive secretary. 

Mr. Morris. Were you the secretary for the Committee for the 
Boycott Against Japanese Aggression ? 

Mr. Noxton. I refuse to answer for the same reasons as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us when you occupied the position of 
executive secretary ? 

Mr. Norton. Of the League for Fair Play? 

Mr. Morris. No; executive secretary of the Committee for Boycott 
Against Japanese Aggression ? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with that, did you have any dealings 
with a Bean named Charles Recht, an attorney in New York? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. R-e-c-h-t. Do you know the Charles Recht that was 
counsel for Amtorg? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet with a Communist Party cell or members 
of the Communist Party within the American Committee to Boycott 
Japanese Aggression ? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been a member of the Speakers Bureau 
of International Workers Order? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Mor rts. Have you been a sponsor for a Greenwich Village mass 
meeting for peace? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been to Mexico? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the Congress Against War and Fas- 
cism held in Mexico from September 10 to Se ptember 12, 1938 ? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds as 
heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morais. Now in connection with your duties at the American 
Chemical Society, have you informed the officials of that organiza- 
tion of your past political activities ? 

Mr. Norton. I haven’t discussed my political views or activities 
with ther at all. 
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Mr. Morris. Have they asked you about your past political views? 
Mr. Norton. Not to my knowledge or recollection. 
Mr. Morris. Are you a delegate of the American League Against 
War and Fescism? 
Mr. Norton. A delegate? 
Mr. Morris. A delegate to the Conference of the American League 
Against War and Fascism ¢ 
Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the grounds as previously stated. 
Mr. a Have you been a contr ibuting editor on China Tod: ry? 
Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer on the erounds as previously st: ated. 
Mr. es. Mr. Mandel, do we have anything in our records that 
shows that he was an author of China Today ? 
Mr. M \NDEL. We have here an issue of China Today for the month 
f August 1939. The masthead shows as a member of the editorial 
hoard, among others, Robert Norton. 
Mr. Morris. May that masthead go into the record ? 
The Cuarrman. It may, and it will become a part of the record. 
(The document referred to is as follows:) 


CHINA TODAY 


Editorial board—T. A. Bisson, Philip J. Jaffe, Maxwell S. Stewart, Robert Norton. 


Managing editor—Max Granich 

Business manager— Dorothea Tooker 

Contributing editors—Theodore Draper, Miss Haru Matsui, Michael Rothman, 
Harold Ward, Gen. Victor A. Yakhontoff. 

Cartographer—Julius Loeb 


Volume 5, No. 11—August 1939—page 3 


Mr. Morris. Do we have anything to show that Mr. Norton was an 
executive secretary of the Committee for the Boycott Against Japa- 
nese Aggression ? 

Mr. MANDEL. I have here an issue of the Daily Worker : for Febru- 
ary 25, 1958, page t!, showing the photograph of Robert Norton as 
executive secretary for the Committee for Boycott Against Japanese 
A coression. 

The CuatrmMan. That will become a part of the record. 


(The de ‘ument refer d to is as fe llov *) 
I \ 25, 1938 
Boy‘ COMMITTEE A Al YoG DBARRED—APPEAL DENOUNCING RUTH- 
i 3 A I SIGNED By LEA . \MERICAN PUBLIC OFFICIALS, EDUCATORS, 
SOcIAL WORKERS 
\ te Americ I I Jay ruthless aggression in China 
I nton killir f thousands of nocent men, women, and children was 
ter by Robert Nor executive secretary of the Committee for a 
I Ava Japa Accressio 
rhe d nt urges a « me itt of manufactured goods and raw ma- 
I ng from Japan as a peaceful means of checking Japanese military 
( na. It ned by many leading Americans, including public 
a ed irs, busi d ial worke1 
The appeal said in part: 
“The attack upon China by the Japanese military is so abhorrent to all decent 
\mericans that they cannot be a party to this cruel and inexcusable aggression, 


It is not surprising that a Japanese government dominated by a military 
ilque, and committed to every form of outrage in pursuit of its aims, has been 

ible to justify its actions to the outside world. It is impossible to conceive 
f any pretext for the slaughter of hundreds of thousands of innocent men, 
women, and children.” 
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Rosert NorTON 


Erecutive Secretary, Committee for Boycott Against Japanese Aggression 


“MENACE TO THE WORLD 


“The Chinese people have long looked upon us as their friends, and this good 
feeling has ripened into a splendid tradition of cordiality between the two 
nations. We have come to respect their art, their philosophy, and their 50 
centuries of cultural attainments. We view the threatened destruction of their 
civilization—the world’s oldest—as a meanace to the whole world. 

“Fortunately, there is a method of checking the Japanese invasion of China 
that need not wait for governments to agree on collective pressure and which 
carries none of the dangers of unilateral action. Among all the powers, Japan 
is peculiarly dependent upon the outside world for the sinews of war. It pro- 
duces no rubber, cotton, antimony, nickel, or mercury (necessary in making of 
explosives). 

“It must obtain at least nine-tenths of its petroleum and two-thirds of its iron 
ore abroad. More than half of its scrap iron has to be purchased overseas, as 
must the greater part of the manganese, molybdenite, tungsten, and chrome 
which are essential in steelmaking. At least 90 per cent of the lead required for 
bullets and in the manufacture of acids for explosives must be imported. In 
addition, Japan can produce less than half of its wartime requirements of 
aluminum, tin, zinc, cadmium, phosphorus, asbestos, and other essential war 
materials, 

“Given these materials, it is virtually self-sufficient in arms and ammunition, 
but it would still have to import a large share of its aircraft, its military trucks, 
and machinery for its munition plants. And even in normal times, it is dependent 
on foreign countries for a large amount of its sugar, wool, timber, and hides. 
In wartime this dependence will be even greater. 


“A DETERMINED BOYCOTT 


“Knowing that money spent for Japanese goods will be used to destroy 
human lives and to aid Japan’s war of conquest, millions of American have 
shown themselves to be determined to boycott anything and everything that 
comes from Japan, despite whatever small losses such action might incur. 

“Silk is the one important export commodity entirely created in Japan. Other 
textiles and cheap manufactured articles are merely processed in Japan. More- 
over, despite the decline in recent years, silk constitutes from 55 to 60 percent 
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of Japan’s exports to the United States, and the United States takes some 85 
percent of Japan’s exported silk. And since from 92 to 98 percent of the silk 
used in this country in normal years comes from Japan, we may assume that 
with Chinese exports cut off, practically all of the silk in this country at present 
is Japanese in origin. - 

“Although the women of America have come to regard silk stockings as desir- 
able, we do not see how any woman can now feel comfortable in purchasing 
them if she has been made aware that the silk in every pair she buys will 
furnish Japan with enough foreign exchange to acquire four rounds of machine- 
gun ammunition. Our people will not accept goods made in Japan, knowing 
that these products are the means by which Japan spreads death. 


“FACTS ON LISLE 


“What American can honestly say that if we substitute cotton and rayon, 
both of which the United States produces, we must suffer loss? It is said that 
out of the average wholesale cost of a pair of silk hose, 11 cents—approximately 
20 percent—goes to Japan for silk. Out of the cost of domestically produced lisle 
or rayon hose, the entire amount goes to American capital and labor. 

“It has also been said that most of the lisle hose bought in the United States 
comes from Germany and Spain. This statement is shown to be false by statistics 
of the United States Department of Commerce, which reveal that in 1935, the 
latest figures available, the total imports of lisle hose from all countries other 
than Japan were $260,973, three-tenths of 1 percent of the total value of the lisle 
hose used in the United States in that year. 

“Ninety-nine and seven-tenths percent of all lisle and rayon hose sold in the 
United States is made in the United States. The National Association of 
Hosiery Manufacturers, according to one of its officials, is ‘prepared to furnish 
the American public with whatever they desire in the line of hosiery.’ While 
the boycott of silk hosiery grows to maximum effectiveness, machinery can be 
adapted with no breakdown of production or loss to American labor. 


“THE COTTON MARKET 


aor 


Those who oppose the boycott of Japanese products say that Japan buys a 
large amount of American cotton. This she has already ceased to do, and if 
she succeeds in her conquest of China, Japan will soon be producing her own 
cotton in North China, thus permanently destroying the American market. 
“The boycott requires a nationwide campaign of education to reach those 
Americans who are not yet aware of the grave effect of their purchases of Japa- 
nese goods. The Committee for a Boycott Against Japanese Aggression has 
enlisted many conscientious Americans who recognize this need and it stands 
ready to bring to every American the meaning of the boycott and the knowledge 
of how to apply it.” 
JOINING WORLD MOVE 


“This campaign is not a campaign of hate. It will make clear, among other 
things, that the Japanese people did not want this war, and voted overwhelmingly 
against all candidates in the past election who favored the war preparations. 
It will direct our abhorrence against those sinister forces in Japan which are 
responsible for the war, and at the same time will voice our support for all those 
who dare to challenge the militarists, 

“The propaganda of the Japanese Government is attempting to deceive the 
Japanese people, to make them believe that fair-minded Americans are unanimous 
in their approval of Japanese aggression. Through the boycott, we can force 
the Government of Japan to admit that the American people are not only appalled 
by the tragic devastation of China, but will not be partners to it. In this refusal, 
we will join with peoples the world over. 

“Opposition to the boycoit is sometimes advanced on the ground that it may 
lead to war. The boycott, by depriving Japan of sales abroad, will prevent her 
from acquiring tunds to buy war materials abroad, which are necessary to 
carry on war.” 
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DANGER TO UNITED STATES 


“The American people are virtually of one mind on the justice of China’s 
“ause. More and more they are convinced that we cannot close our eyes and 
turn our backs to the situation. We see in Eastern Asia a spreading storm center 
of war which, if unchecked, holds grave possible threats of danger to our own 
people. 

“Already Americans, like other democratic peoples, are finding in the boycott 
of Japanese goods and products an outlet for their indignation at injustice and 
oppression, and at the same time a means of lessening Japan's ability to attack 
China. The boycott appeals to us as one of the best way of aiding the Chinese 
people by ceasing to help their enemy. 

“We call upon all Americans not to wash their hands of the continued cruci- 
fixion of China.” 

Included among the signatories were Senator George W. Norris (Nebraska) ; 
Mrs. Ulysses 8S. Grant ; Congressman John T. Bernard (Minnesota) ; Congressman 
John M. Coffee (Washington); Congressman Byron N. Scott (California) ; 
William E. Dodd, former Ambassador to Germany; William Fellowes Morgan, 
commissioner of markets, New York City; Dr. Frank P. Graham, president, Uni- 
versity of North Carolina; Dr. George Norlin, president, University of Colorado; 
Alma Gluck Zimbalist; Paul Robeson, Negro tenor; Margaret Irish Lamont; 
Van Wyck Brooks, Pulitzer prizewinner; Mrs. Edgerton Parsons; William Loeb, 
Jr.: Clark M. Eichelberger,. director, League of Nations Association; Dr. Robert 
Devore Leigh, president, Bennington College; B. Charney Vladeck, majority 
lea ‘er, Council of the City of New York; Rabbi Stephen S. Wise. 

Dashiell Hammett, author of The Thin Man; Allan S. Haywood, regional diree- 
tor, Committee for Industrial Organizations; Prof. Robert Morse Lovett, Uni- 
versity of Chicago; William Zorach, sculptor; Lee Simonson, scenic director, 
Theatre Guild; Max Yergan, director, International Committee on African 
Affairs; Prof. Frederick L. Schuman, Williams College; Michael Quill, member, 
Council of the City of New York; Prof. Henry Pratt Fairchild, New York Uni- 
versity; Evans Clark, director, Twentieth Century Fund; Prof. Quincy Wright, 
University of Chicago; Prof. Paul H. Dovglas, University of Chicago; Clifford 
Odets. author of Golden Boy; Upton Sinclair; Prof. John Dewey, Columbia Uni- 
versity; Helen Hall, administrator, Henry Street Settlement; Prof. William J. 
Wilkinson, Colby College; Theodore A. Bisson, Foreign Policy Association. 

Robert C. Dexter, American Unitarian Association; Arthur Garfield Hays, 
counsel, Civil Liberties Union; Bishop Henry W. Hobson of Southern Ohio; Prof, 
William H. Kilpatrick, Northwestern University; Theodore C. Speers, Central 
Presbyterian Church; Katherine Terrill. Council for Social Action; Mrs. Stanley 
White; Maxwell S. Stewart, associate editor, the Nation; Olin D. Wannamaker; 
Charles J. Hendley, president, Teachers Union Local 5, New York City; H»zel 
Singleton Grant; Leroy E. Bowman, director, United Parents Association, New 
York City: Prof. John L. Childs, Teachers’ College; William Osgood [Tield, Jr.; 
Oswald Garrison Villard. 

Carl Crow, author of 400,000,000 Customers; Rev. Joseph M. Dawson, First 
Baptist Church, Texas; Willard W. Grant; Benjamin H. Kizer; Prof. Robert S. 
Lynd, Columbia University: May Mathews, Hartley House: Mrs. Isobel Walker 
Soule; Rev. William B. Spofford, Chureh League for Industrial Democracy; 
Prof. John Parke Young, Occidental College; Prof. Addison T. Cutler, Fisk Uni- 
versity : Maurice P. Davidson, chairman, City Progressive Party; Jerome Davis, 
president, American Federation of Teachers; Frans Ericsson, acting president, 
Upsala College; Ben Gold, president, International Fur Workers Union; Prof. 
Grace Abbott, University of Chicago. 

William W. Hinckley, chairman, American Youth Congress; Bishop Herbert 
Welch; Prof. Henry E. Sigerist, Johns Hopkins University; Prof. C. E. Rugh, 
University of California; Rev. Christian F. Reisner, Broadway M. E. Church, 
New York City; Mrs. Bernard J. Reis; Channing Pollock, playwright; Dr. Rein- 
hold Nebuhm, Union Theological Seminary ; Charles Newell, international repre- 
sentative, United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers of America; Kathleen 
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McInerny, executive secretary, League of Women Shoppers; Marguerite Ann 
Stewart; Frank McGrather, secretary-treasurer, Joint Council 13, United Show 
Workers of America; Joseph C. Lash, executive secretary, American Student 
Union; Robert W. Dunn, director be abor Research Association; Rev. Paul Du 
Bois, Prospect M. E. Church; Edgar D. Bell; Lewis Alan Berne, national presi- 
dent, Federation of Architects, maine ers, Chemists, and Technicians; Laura M. 
Bragg. director, Berkshire Museum; Rev. A. J. Buttrey, Congregational Church, 
Park Ridge; Dr. Max Winkler; M. W. Clair; Freda Kirchwey, editor of The 
Nation; Jean J. Daniel, Pastor Highland Ave. Congregational Church, Orange, 
N. J 

W. Granville Smith, National Academy of Design; Ned Hilton, cartoonist for 


Judge and New Yorker; Prof. Walter I. Wilcox, Cornell University; Frances 
Farmer, stage and screen star; Milton Horn, League of American Architects; 
] Kazan, Group Theatre, director of Casey Jones; Prof. Charles T. Burdick, 
Cornel] University; Mordecai Gorelik, scenic designer; Luther Adler, Group 


Theatre; Prof. Carl L. Becker, Cornell University ; Harold T. Clurman, director, 
up Theatre; Prof. S. C. Prescott, Cornell University; Morris Carnovsky, 
Group Theatre; Prof. and Mrs. H. H. Love, Cornell University ; Whitney Darrow, 
Jr., cartoonist "for New Yorker; Dr. Hugh Moran, Cornell University ; James 


Dugan, noted cartoonist and illustrator; Prof. F. H. Bosworth, Cornell University ; 
Gregor Duncan, illustrator for Collier’s; John Groth, illustrator for Esquire and 
Town and Country; Prof. C. H. Myers, Cornell University; Paul Kellogg, editor, 
Survey Graphic 


Dr. Fred J. Wampler, Medical College of Virginia, Richmond; Mrs. Janet 
art rl former president of Housewives’ League; Dr. Susan M. Lough, 


f 


hr 


if public affairs committee, YWCA; Mrs. Franklin Johnson, chair- 
mun, department of welfare, Virginia Federation of Women’s Clubs; Mrs. Jacob 
S. Cohn, director, State League of Women Voters; Mrs. Henry W. Decker, former 
chairman of Richmond branch, AAUW; H. M. Monahan, organizer of Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, Richmond; Rev. John 8. Scott, Richmond; Prof. Doris 
E. Fales, William and Mary College; Prof. Martha Jaeger, William and Mary 
Coilege; Prof. Olive Stone, William and Mary College; Elizabeth N. Tompkins, 
former president, Richmond branch, AAUW; Mary Alice Riley, American 
Association of Social Workers; Mrs. Emory Hill; Dr. Frank L. Aperley, Eugenia 
Thomason, Prof. R. C. McDaniel, University of Richmond. 

Frederick Osborn, Prof. Walter Rautenstrauch, Columbia University; Prof. 
Dwight J. Bradley, Andover-Newton Theological School; Prof. Arthur O. Love- 
joy, Cambridge, Mass.; Prof. Maude H. Woodfin, University of Richmond; Prof, 
Garnet Ryland, University of Richmond; Harry L. Lurie, executive director, 
Council of Jewish Federation and Welfare Fund. 








Mr. Morris. Did you know that China Today was an official organ 
of the American Friends of Chinese People? 

Mr. Norton. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that China Today, the publication that 
Mr. Mandel just read into the record, was the official organ of the 
organization known as American Friends of the Chinese People? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been chairman of the China Aid Infor- 
mation Service? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you contribute to a magazine called National 
Issues ? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morrts. Have you contributed articles to the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Norvon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Frederick V. Field in connection 
with your work at any time? Did you know Frederick V. Field ? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you written for the Chemical and Engineering 
News? 

Mr. Norron. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. Will you supply within the next week your articles 
that you have written in that Chemical and Engineering News? 

Mr. Norron. I will be glad to. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Executive Committee 
on American Roundtable on India ? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings of a cell that operated 
within the Committee of the American Roundtable on India? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet a man named Max Granich ? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet W. Alexander Trachtenberg ? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever know J. Peters? 

Mr. Norron. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Ear] Browder ? 

Mr. Norton. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you address a group of teachers in 1947 in an 
in-service course given by the New York Board of Education in con- 
nection with your capacity as executive secretary of the League for 
Fair Play? 

Mr. Norron. I would like an opportunity to consult with counsel 
on that. 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

Mr. Norron. I have tried to think hard of any such meeting. I 
don’t recall it. 

Mr. Morris. You do not recall it ? 

Mr. Norton. No; I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Mor ‘nis. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. Did you recommend any Communists for lecture 
engagements in your Ci ipacity as exec utive director for the League 
for Fair Play ? 

May the record show that the witness consulted his counsel. 

Mr. Norron. I will refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as previously stated. 

The Cuairman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions. 

The CuatrmMan. That will be all. 
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(The following information was ordered printed in the record at 
this point by the chairman :) 
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100 East 50th St., 

New York, N. Y. 
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Mr. Frauenglass, will you stand up and be sworn to testify ? 
Do you swear the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help } you God 2 
Mr. Fravenauass. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM FRAUENGLASS, BROOKLYN, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, COUNSEL 


The Cuamman. You may proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Please give your full name and address to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Fravenorass. My name is William Frauenglass. 

Mr. Morris. What is your ates ¢ 

Mr. Fravencrass. 17 Stoddard PI: ace, Brooklyn 25, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Fravencuass. I am a teacher. 

Mr. Morris. Where? 

Mr. Fravurnouass. I teach at James Madison High School in 
Brooklyn. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach there? 

Mr. Fraveneuass. I teach English. 

Mr. Morris. You teach En 

Mr. Fravencouass. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you on April 23, 1947, a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Fraveneuass. I must decline to answer that question on the 
crounds of the first amendment and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. From what college did you obtain your degree ? 

Mr. Fravencouass. City College and New York University. 

Mr. Morris. What year did you obtain your New York University 
decree ? 

Mr. Fravencuass. 1952 

Mr. Morris. In 1952? 

Mr. Fravencuass. I have an additional graduate degree which I 
procured at New York University last year. 

Mr. Morris. What other degrees do you hold? 

Mr. Fravencuiass. Iam a bachelor of social science for City College. 

Mr. Morris. When did you obtain that ? 

Mr. Fravene.ass. February 1928. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ? , 

Mr. Fravenciass. I must refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Fravencrass. I must refuse to answer that question on the 

grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Frauenglass, do you know a man named Louis 
Relin ? 

The CuHarrmMan. Let the record show that the witness conferred with 
counsel before he answered the question. 

Mr. Fravencwass. Yes: I do. 

Mr. Mon Is. Did you participate in an in-service course, the chair- 
man of which was I “Fr Relin, in April of 1947? 

Mr. Fravenouass. I did. 


rlish ¢ 
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Mr. Mcrris. Would you tell us the circumstances surrounding your 
being a member of that faculty that gave that course ¢ 

Mr. Fravenoiass. Well, I was invited to speak, I was invited to 
give a lecture in the field of English literature. I have been active in 
the English Teachers Committee on Intercultural Education and also 
in my school, trying to carry into effect the program which the board 
of education was then interested in, the Springfield plan of intro- 
ducing intercultural education into the school. 

I was, I might say, a pioneer student in that field. In my school 
when the first alertness course was given by the board of education in 
that field and the principal asked for someb «Ly to volunteer to take 
part, I volunteered for the very first course, I think, given under the 
auspices of Mrs. Dubois at Textile High School, and I became in- 
tensely interested in the subject and volunteered and was commen nded 
by the chairman of my department for introducing cultural activity 
into that field. 

Mr. Morris. Who asked you to participate in the course, the cha 
man of which was Mr. Relin? 

Mr. Fravencuass. I don’t recall at the moment, but my interest in 
the field was well known. It might have been any one of a number 
of people. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever diseuss the techniques and methods of 
these in-service courses with any member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Fravenoiass. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Was this ever discussed at a meeting of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Fravencwass. I wouldn't know. 

Mr. Morris. You have attended meetings of the Communist Party, 
haven’t you? 

Mr. Fravenotass. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now is there anything you can recall for our record, 
or anything vou would like to add for our record about your partici- 
pation in the in-service courses over which Mr. Louis Relin was the 
chairman in 1947 2 

Mr. Fravenotass. I would like to refer to my notes some day and 
perhaps give the committee the substance of what I said there, be- 
cause I am proud of it. 

Mr. Morris. Very good. Would you dothat? Perhaps you would 
like to stand by and listen to the next witness and at some subsequent 
time, if you have the minutes, we can put those in the record. 

Mr. Fravencuass. I just want to say briefly that in carrying out 
this program of cultur: 1] education, I was ¢ arrying out the ideals ex- 
pressed by the founders of our Republic and that my participation in 
that course and in that lecture is something I am very proud of. I 
think I was carrying out the inscription on our Statute of Liberty 
and that of Thomas Jefferson, expressed in the Declaration of In- 
dependence, and that the committee, it seems to me, properly ought 
to go into the kind of thing we try to promote and the fact that if 
anything this kind of course was sabotaged later on although we tried 
very hard to have this course continued so that the children of our 
city would receive the benefit of education in the field of complete 
respect and love for each other. 


24259 —53—pt. S—-—4 
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Human brotherhood was the ideal of our Republic, and we tried 
to carry that into life to counteract any racial prejudice we studied 
at that time. You remember the Springfield plan received nation- 


wide attention. This in-service course was an attempt, on the part 
of N York teachers, to bring that course to nearly 1 million 


| ourse was later on } roken up bv the board of education, SO 
became fearful of carrying intercultural education into 


My Morris. The sabot ige you referred to was sabotage by the 


board of education ¢ 


Ni GLass. Yes: I believe it was broken up, because they 
( *t like the names of some of the speakers in this course and this 
( ; dentally, was promoted by the English Teachers Associa- 
tion, the Biology Teachers Association, I believe the Social Studies 
Ti hei \ssociation, and I think one other teachers association. 

Hhey, later on, had a meeting in which they tried to appeal to the 
on t to discontinue t] s type of course. 

Mr. Morris. One other thing. You mentioned the Springfield, 
M ervice course ¢ 

Mi ’ GLAss. Sprinefield plan 


Mr. Moris. Oh, Springfield plan. 
Mr. Fravencuass. The Springfield plan which Clyde Miller pro- 


} ec lw ch was earred into the public schools of Springfi ‘Id. 
We had the hope in New York City that our city would carry that 
] fe 


Mr. Morris. Where is Springfield ? 
Mr. Fravencuass. Springheld, Mass. Some of the schools went 


down there to study the plan. We heped that the plan would be 
opted and brought into the schools of our city with a widespread 
plan of ual education to be brought into all of our schools. I 
would like to say, for the record, that I was a pioneer in introducing 
» the board of education at that time the use of films, so that a con- 
cs ll isa . 1; he 
ference was held, an all-English conference, I believe, on a Friday 
evening, perhaps from early afternoon until late evening, in which the 


i ated, as well as members of various parochial 
faiths, to study how films could be used in breaking down prejudices 


° | ip « ‘tiny 
super. endent parti } 


and 1 nderstandings between the various religious and racial groups 
and that it was our hope in that course, at least films were introduced 


nto that course, as part of a pilot scheme, to encourage the board of 
education to acd pt a city-w ide plan of use of plans. 

Unfortunately, the course was broken up, and the thing has now 
become only a paper program, 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, Mr. Frauenglass, in connection with these 
education courses, did you use Brandon films? 
Mr. Fravenouass. I believe I did. 
Mr. Morris. How about Garrison films? 
Mr. Fravencrass. I don’t re call the name of that, but in my own 
hool, for instance, I got the film catalogues of var ious film companies, 
-hever ones were appropriate, whether it was the New York film 
group, or whichever one which we could use. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have been active in the Teachers Unions, 
have you not? 


| 


whi 
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Mr. Fraveneiass. Yes; and I am proud of my membership and 
activities. 

Mr. Morris. You were on the editorial staff of the publication ¢ 

Mr. Fravenouass. I was at various times. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions of this witness. 

The CuairMan. That will be all. 

Miss Stommel, will you stand up and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but ‘the truth, so help you God? 

Miss Stommet. I do. 

The Cuarrman. You may be seated. 

You may proceed, Counsel. 


TESTIMONY OF ANNE MELSON STOMMEL, LOCUST, N. J. 


Mr. Morris. Will you please state your full name to the committee ? 
Miss Srommet. Yes, I will. My name is Anne Melson Stommel. 
Mr. Morris. Where do you reside, Miss Stommel ? 

Miss Srommen. My legal residence is Locust, N. J., and my mailing 
address is Rumson, N. J. 

Mr. Morris. What is your present occupation ? 

Miss Srommen. At the present time I am chief of the film branch 
at the Signal Corps Publications Agency, Fort Monmouth, N. J. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you held that position ¢ 

Miss Sromme.. I have been in that position for 414 years. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us your academic background, Miss 
Stommel ? 

Miss Stommen. I am a graduate of Rumson High School, Rumson, 
N.J., class of 1941, and of Vassar College, Poughkeepsie, N. Y., class 
of 1945-hyphen-4. The hyphen is due to an acceleration mix-up 
during the war. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been officially cleared by your superiors to 
appear before this committee ? 

Miss Srommet. Yes; I have. My appearance before this committee 
today was approved by Maj. Gen. Kirk B. Lawton, commanding 
officer of Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Morris. Now you have never been active in any Communist 
groups, have you, Miss Stommel ? 

Miss Stommer. No. I am proud to say that I am not, and never 
have been, a member of the Communist Party. If I may, I have a 
statement here I would like to read: I stumbled across this material 
as a private citizen and volunteered to present it to this committee. 
I am grateful for the opportunity to contribute it to the investigation 
of subversive influences in education and hope it will help to clarify the 
situation for my fellow countrymen who did not happen to find them- 
selves in a position to obtain this information. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Miss Stommel, have you taken an in-service 
training course in New York City? 

Miss SromMe.. Yer, sir; I did. I have complete transcripts of the 
first 13 meetings of a 15-week course given for teachers of the city of 
New York in 1947 at the Washington Irving High School. It was an 
in-service training course for which they received alertness credit for 
increases in salary. I would like to repeat that, the implication being 
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that it was sponsored by the board of education; it was an in-service 
course and on the basis of the teachers attending it for alertness credits 
they were given raises in salary. 

Mr. Morris. How many teachers took this course? 


M SromMe.. I have no actual way of knowing, but it was in the 
auditorium of the Washington Irving High School, and I would 
esti about 200 to 300 people. 

Mr. ns rris. Were all of these people teachers, to your knowledge? 

Miss MMEL. Not all of them were teachers. Some of them were 
parents. The meeting was ¢ pen to the pub lie. I was interested 1 
attending it because I notic y in an announcement of the course in the 
Herald Tribune, that they were demonstrating the use of films in 
the classroom and, as a spe ‘ialist in educational and idea films, I felt 
that the material in some of these films was against the best interests 
of the U ited States 


During each meeting I recorded what was said in longhand on lined 
pads of paper and typed off four copies first thing the following day 
while the material was fresh in my memory. 

M r. Mo mris. Then you made notes of all the courses you took at 


v ss Stommel. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You were not in the employ or were not paid by any- 
body or delegated by anybody to do this work, were you, Miss 
est mel ? , 

Miss Srommen. No; I was not. I was serving an apprenticeship 
in films at the Harmon Foundation in New York. 

Mr. Me mris. What foundation ? 

Mis MMEL. aaa a-T-M-O-Nn. 

ie Rau And you made these notes purely on your own ? 

Miss Stommen. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. You are a film specialist? That is your occupation 
today? 

Miss Srommen. Yes; I have been in that since I graduated from 
college. 

Mr. Morris. Now this course took place in what year? 

Miss StomMen. 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Specifically, what month? 

Miss Stommer. From February 19 until June 1947. I am not ex- 
actly sure of the last date. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the chairman of this course ? 

Miss Stommet. The chairman of this course was Mr. Louis Relin 
the Abraham Lincoln High School. 

wih Morris. Mr. Chairman, for the record, Mr. Louis Relin ap- 
peared before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee in Septem- 
on ‘of this past year, 1952, and when asked about his Communist 
Party membership, he invoked his privilege against incrimination. 

Now tell us of the role as fully as you possibly can of Mr. Relin in 
this course. Was he just a nominal chairman? 

Miss Stommet. No; Mr. Relin was listed as chairman on the pros- 
pectus, which I will read off in a minute, but he was the chairman of 
every meeting. I would say he would almost be the equivalent of 
a master of ceremonies. He introduced the films. He explained how 


of 
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they should be used in the course. He introduced the speakers, and 
he summed up the general effect of the meeting at the end of the day. 

Mr. Morris. So he had an active, constant role in this in-service 
course ¢ 

Miss Stommet. Very active, all the way through it. Down at the 
bottom of a copy of a mimeographed announcement of the in-service 
course, Which incidentally was No. 441, it says: 

Sponsored by New York Association of Teachers of Biological Sciences; New 
York Association of Teachers of English: General Science Teachers Association ; 
Association of Teachers of Social Studies. Committee: Mr. Louis Relin, chair- 
Inan, Miss Catherine Shinar, cochairman., 

Mr. Morris. At that point, just leave those notes as to the names of 
those people for the purpose of inserting them into the record. 

Miss Sromen. I will. 

Mr. Morris. Was Dr. Bernhard J. Stern active in this inservice 
course ¢ 

Miss SromMEt. Yes, he was. He spoke on the 19th of March 1947, 

Mr. Morris. What was his lecture? I don’t want you to go into 
detail, Just generally what did he speak of ? 

Miss Srommen. Well, his lecture was praising the Soviet Union’s 
minority policy. 

Mr. Morris. Was a man named Robert Norton, who was secretary 
of the League for Fair Play, one of the teachers / 

Miss SromMenL. Yes, he was. On the 16th of April 1947, executive 
secretary of the Lea igue for Fair Pl: ay. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show 
that Bernhard J. Stern appeared before this committee in Septem- 
ber, or possibly early October of 1952, and when asked about his Com- 
munist Party membership he invoked his privilege against in- 
crimination. 

Now I would like to relate that at the presentation of the testimony 
of the first witness who appeared here this morning, Mr. Robert Nor- 
ton, when asked about his Communist Party membership in the month 
of April 1947, invoked his privilege against incrimination. 

Was Mr. William Frauenglass one of the teachers in that inservice 
course ¢ 

Miss StromMEL. Yes, he was. Mr. William Frauenglass was a mem- 
ber of a panel, and he spoke on the 23d of April 1947. 

Mr. Morris. Miss Stommel, is the pamphlet being shown to you 
there a pamphlet that you received at the inservice course ? 

Miss Sromme.. Yes, it is. This is a pamphlet entitled “Don’t Be a 
Jerk.” That was put out by the League for Fair Play, Inc., and it was 
distributed at the meeting at the time Mr. Robert Norton spoke. His 
secretary was there to sell the copies. I have in my notes that he 
states that his secretary was there in case anybody was interested in 
looking at the pamphlet. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Frauenglass, you say, was one of the teachers of 
the school ? 

Miss Stommen. Yes, he was. He was on the 23d of April, not the 
day that Dr. Norton spoke. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Miss Stommel, do you have any notes taken at 
the time, that is in 1947, which indicated the nature of the lecture 
given by Dr. Bernhard J. Stern? 
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Miss Srommen. Yes, I have. On March 19, 1947, Dr. Bernhard J. 


Stern said: 

My desire during this session is to bring forth a set of values for teachers. * * * 
The American culture is still in its formative stage. Because it is not yet static, 
the values put forth by Massachusetts textbook publishers, and the values of 
so-called “Anglo-Saxons” are surface values. 

Permanent values came also from Ellis Island or from the children of the 
same. * * * Tam an admirer of Soviet minority policy. * * * The Caucasus, 
for example, had an integrated community for centuries. * * * There is a lack 
of continuity of Old World values in this country. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think if we just take these excerpts, 
it would serve the purpose. I would like Miss Stommel to make the 
whole text available to the committee so we can select which portions 
of these te put into the record. 

Senator JENNER. It is so ordered. 

(The information referred to is as follows :) 


REPORT ON THE INTERCULTURAL Fttm Course ror TEACHERS OF THE CITY OF 
NEw YORK 


(Prepared by Anne Melson Stommel) 


Washington Irving High, New York Citv—4:15 P. M., Wednesday, 
527 


February 19, 1947—Room 52 


~ * * 


(floor) Use the technique used to remove Howard Fast’s book! (sug- 
gests that “if they can take books out that we want, we can do the same to 
them”). (ams) (page 3) 


Questions and Discussion on Film 
(floor) First of all, I think we should know the name of this film and 
how we can obtain it. 
(spenker—LR) Brotherhood of Man, Brandon Films, 1600 Broadway, Rental 
$3.00 per day. (page 4) 
* . * 
. . (floor) I think we should have this film put on the Board of Education 
list of films 
(floor) How about this group writing to the Board and make a joint recom- 
mendation. (page 4) 
- * 7 


Given at Washington Irving High School—Wednesday, March 5, 1947— 
Auditorium—4 :15 P. M. 


Vr. Relin Co-Chairman (Introductory remarks): I have been asked to say 
that everything said at these meetings is “off the record”. So if any of you have 
a photographic memory, or anything, keep it to yourselves. ... (page 1) 

* + * 


Given at the Washington Irving High School. Wednesday, March 12, 1947. 
Auditorium. 4:15 P. M. 


; Relin A few weeks ago, Albert Deutsch reviewed Action for Unity in 
PM. The Author is Dr. Goodwin Watson, Professor at Columbia University for 
twenty years, director of the National Council of the YMCA, during the War he 
was in Washington in charge of radio programs. (page 1) 

* + « 
Questions and Discussion 

Watson Julian Huxley reminds us we’re living in a revolution. Present 
day children won’t live like their parents. It used to be that children lived 
like their grandparents! Cultures are changing more rapidly. The job of 
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changing prejudice is a job of changing cultures. It is not an easy job. But we 
do have an FEPC! 

The greatest experiment in eradication of prejudice was in Russia. Poland 
isonenow. Itis trying, by methods similar to the Russian’s to wipe out prejudice 
against the Jews. (page 4) 

Film, Man One Family 

J. B.S. Haldane and Julian Huxley—scientific advisers. 

translated into 16 languages for the liberated people of Europe. (page 5) 
Russian celebration shows a parade of people from dozens of areas and 

types marching in athletic costumes in front of a reviewing platform covered 

with flags, banners and pictures of Lenin and Stalin. This shows the variety 


of people who can live a democratic and healthy life together. There is a 
crescendo of music. (page 6) 
Watson ... Luria, Sociul Psychologist from Russia, found that people who 


couldn’t verbalize or intellectualize an emotional disturbance, could draw a 
symbol of the emotion as a first step. Then he could go on from there with the 
patient and help him to understand his problem intellectually. (page 7) 


Washington Irving High School. Anditorium. 4:15 p.m. Wednesday, 
March 19, 1947 


Relin Our speaker today is Dr. Bernard Stern, Professor of Anthropology 
at Columbia. He has an appointment after this meeting so I will not give the 
lengthy introduction I had prepared. 

Dr. Stern I have chosen the title of my talk, “When the People Speak”, from 
the title of my book, written in collaboration with Alain Locke of Howard 
University. The book is a study of what happens when people speak—from 
earliest times. (page 1) 

* * * 

My book covers values in many cultures, but for this meeting, I will 
confine myself to values in relation to the American culture. The American 
Culture is still in its formative stage. Because it is not yet static, the values 
put forth by Massachusetts text book publishers, and the values of so-called 
“Anglo-Saxons” are surface values. 

‘ I am an admirer of Sovict Minority Policy. I know the Caueasus;: I 
have spoken to many people from the Caucasus. The Caucasus had an integrated 
community for centuries. In the United States, we have no such integrated 
ethnic communities. Political policy has dealt directly with individuals. There 
is a lack of continuity of Old World values in this country. Read Randolph Born, 
“History of a Radical’, Cultural situation in the U. S. has changed with the 
closing of mass immigration. The newly arrived individual is interested, pri- 
marily, with identifying himself with his foreign-born group. Parents try to teach 
their chilren that there is nothing to be ashamed of in foreignism. The belief 
that there is something beautiful in Old World culture is justifiable. But this 
does not coincide with realities in America. (page 1) 

i e709 


Washington Irving High School—Wednesday, March 26, 1947— 
Auditorium—4: 15 


.. + Yehouda Economic frustration is one of the greatest causes of prejudice 
in modern society. 

... Floor If economic insecurity causes prejudice and personality disorders 
why is it that the talks previously stated that the underprivileged are the only 
ones who are discriminated against? 

It has been implied that prejudices are most frequent against insecure, minority 
groups, who in turn are most free of prejudice. There seems to be an inconsistency 
here. (page 6) 

eis © 


Given at the Washington Irving High School—Wednesday, April 16, 1947— 
Auditorium—4: 15 P. M. 


... Relin As educators, when we approach the whole question of prejudice, 
I suppose we tend to go over the heads of our pupils. All of us have heard, I 
suppose, “‘Oh, we don’t want to hear that again.” 
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1 bring up the subject of being educators, because we should become salesmen 
Ou ' ker is a salesman of fair play. Dr. Norton, Exec. Sec. of the League 
f i Play (page 1 
* * 
the 1 om! ity, and the community through the school. You 
contact wit! e broadest cross-section of the community, 
al stit Every level of intelligence, every religious 
ide of political thinking, all conditions and origins. (page 2) 
* * * 
Ts VW re f amental trying to change a fired community pattern. 
VW to al \ a community which has certain standards and sanc- 
| I t ( mi nity ngrained patterns that go counter to the 
ng ned in Church ¢ Sunday, or I Am an American Day. (page 2) 
W re going to have to reach the entire adult community. The entire 
ge, of intellectuals. The vast majority 
| ‘ tors, the garbage collector, mailman, 
rker wk for a living. Reaching the whole 
the going to be your work. Public Relations can 
‘ whe! ( get hold of the microphone yourself. Materials have 
( e thr / channels, the press, the radio, the films, 
kes pe ( t. ‘That's where the schools come in, 
You 1 1 all children... they <o home and reach all adults. (page 3) 
tall. Sie 
rtor rhe league is established at the time when the Olympic 
tonal ere ere was no fair play. The organization 
I nly as a let e sent out people to raise the level of democ- 


pt the same name after the Olympic incident was over. (page 4) 


Given at the Washington Irving High School—Wednesday, April 30, 1947— 
Auditorium—-4:15 P. M 


~ 


sale to let them feel the point of view of the colonists as well as the 
Imne ts. Use the interview metho Assign one pupil the part of Ghandi, 
for ¢ ple, another puy nother p and have the teacher interview them as 
for paper (page 2) 

a * * 
a when you mention unions there is a blind spot. 
2. Polit differe1 s—Pu] here can be two parties in this country, 
no Al nl rr Part Why when one of my pupils said he was for 

| \merican Labor Party, a near riot started, and he was practically lynched. 
i 


Mr. Lachley I see the question of Communism has been left to me. 

Frankly, we do mention this. 

In teaching about the Seviet Union, I explain to them why it is difficult to 
teach about Soviet Russia. I explain to them that if I taught everything bad, 
Im t overlook something that was good, that would come out later, and that 
they'd be sure to hear about. 

\n American Business Man might find lots wrong: A very religious person 
might find lots wrong with their anti-religion. 

They learn that everything isn’t good in Russ 
Equality in Russia. 

hey would not be too friendly toward pupils who said they were Communist; 
but I doubt that after the teaching they have been given, that they would lynch 
them. 

We have developed an objective attitude in them. (page 7) 





but they do have Racial 


* * a 


Washington Irving High School—Auditorium—4: 15 p. m. Wednesday, May 7, 1947 


: Relin Today's speaker is Clyde Miller. While he needs no introduction 
to most of you, as Chairman, I should give him a formal introduction. He is a 
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professor at Columbia, author of Propaganda Analysis and sponsor of the 
Springfield Plan. 
* * * 

Stimulus was not the word but the tone. All of us are like Fred Kelly’s 
dog. Al! of us can be conditioned to hate every Jap, etc., that we're carefully 
prepared to hate. 

Stimulus can be a word. Stimulus may be Protestant, Catholic, Jew or 
Hindu, or Republican or Democrat or Communist. 

Any word—like Banker, Wall Street, can become a term of contempt. Business 
men should be very alarmed if another depression develops; a stimulus word 
attached to them then could be very dangerous... 


o * 7. 


In that time, Ickes said, 80% of the profits were gotten by 2% of the 
people. People at the top in Germany were uneasy. They feared a revolution. 
What they did was very simple. They employed a very effective propagandist 
and a gangster. His name was Hitler. He gathered more gangsters around him. 
(page 3) 

* * BS 

Then he made Jew-Communist equal Democracy; so that anything labeled 
democracy was a thing to be wiped out. The Nazis used this “poison-All right” 
conditioning technique. Adamson did it in the House Un-American Activities 
Com, (page 4) 

o * * 


Washington Irving High School—Auditorium—4: 15 p. m.— Wednesday, May 14, 
1947 


. . Repeat announcement about the propose d trip to Europe with Dr. Goodwin 
Ww atson under the auspices of World Wide New Education Fellowship. Probable 
itinerary—England, Belgium, France, Czechoslovakia, Poland. 


[Copy of mimeographed announcement] 


IN SERVICE Course NuMBER 441 ALERTNESS CREDIT GRANTED BACKGROUND AND 
TECHNIQUES FOR TEACHING INTERCULTURAL EDUCATION 


Wednesdays at 4:15 (Feb. 19-June 4, 1947)—Washington Irving High School 


By PEA tense Registration—Introduction—the indirect approach to cre- 
ating intercultural understanding. Mr. Harold Nagler, 
Chairman, F. K. Lane H. 8S. Film—“The Brotherhood of 
Man” 

Fes be. icnicenainiccini Fighting prejudice through the motion picture film. Film 
demonstration lesson to show the use of the film in inter- 
cultural education. Mr. Louis Relin, Abraham Lincoln 
H. S. Film—*Fury” 

sescdiinsisidaaien Men hate because they fear—the psychiatry of human rela- 
tions. Panel: Dr. Frank J. O’Brien, Dir., Bureau of 
Child Guidance; Dr. Frederic Wertham, Psychiatrist and 
author of Dark Legend. Film—‘Seeds of Destiny” 

4, Mar. 12... .. The psychology of prejudice—why people hate. Dr. Good- 

win Watson, Columbia Univ. Film—‘‘Man, One Family’ 


5. Mar. 19_______. When peoples meet—contacts and conflicts. Dr. Bernhard 
J. Stern, Columbia Univ. Film—‘The Cummington 
Story”. 

S. war, 2. Research in the development of prejudice. Dr. Marie 


Jahoda, Asst. Dir., Dept. of Scientific Research, American 
Jewish Committee. Mr. Sidney Katz, Exec. Secty. N. Y. 
State Committee Against Discrimination in Education, 
Organizational Dept., American Jewish Congress. Film— 
“The Color of a Man”. Film Strip—‘Forward All- 
together”. 

_.... Research in Intergroup Relations. Dr. Stuart W. Cook, 
Dir. of Research, Commission on Community Interrela- 
tions. Film—‘Don’t Be a Sucker”, 


7. Apr. 2 
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8. Apr. 16________. The public relations of a community program to fight prej- 
udice. Mr. Robert Norton, Exec. Secty., League for Fair 
Play. Films—*The Town” and “The House I Live In”, 

9. Apr. 23____-___. Intercultural Education in the English Curriculum. Panel: 
Mr. Joseph Gallant, Chairman, Theodore Roose: elt, H. 8S. ; 
Mr. Felix Sper and Mr. Wm. Frauenglass. TF'ilm—‘‘The 
Good Earth”. 

BO. Agr, 00... _ Applications of Intercultural teaching to the social studies 
curricula. Panel: Dr. Leonard Lashley and Mr. Hurwitz 
of Grover Cleveland H. S., Mr. Shuker and others sug- 
gested by Mr. Alfred Wheeler, Pres., Assn. of Teachers 
of Social Studies. 

11. May 7_----_--- Propaganda Analysis. Dr. Clyde Miller, Columbia Univ. 
Film—‘Americans All” (Springfield Plan) ; Film strip— 
“American Counterpoint”. 

12. May 14__-- .. Intercultural Education in the Junior High School. Dr. 
Alice Keleher, Dir., The Walden School. Film—‘The 
Negro Soldier” or **Teamwork”’. 

13. May 21 _. Intercultural Edueation in science teaching. Panel: Mr. 
A. B. Kirshner, Science Dept., W. H. Taft H. S. Mr. 
Harold Nagler, Chairman, Biology Dept., F. K. Lane H. 8S. 
Film—“Way in the Wilderness” or “The Magic Bullet”. 

14. May 28 Intercultural Education in the Elementary School, Panel: 
Dr. Irene F. Cypher, New York Univ. Mr. Morris 
I. Afschitz, P. S. 153, Brooklyn. Film—*One People’. 

io. dune’ 4... cw Moving Forward—This is our America—Organization for 
Unity. Panel: Mrs. Annette Smith Lawrence, Council 
Against Intolerance Dr. Rachel Dubois, Dir., Workshop 
for Cultural Democracy, representative of parent groups. 
Mr. Joseph Gallant, Chairman Theodore Roosevelt H. S8., 
Moderator. Film—‘*Whoever You Are”. 

Sponsored by: N. Y. Assn. of Teachers of Biological Sciences; N. Y. Assn. of 
Teachers of English; General Science Teachers Assn., Assn. of Teachers of Social 
Studies. Committee: Mr. Louis Relin, Chairman, Miss Catherine Shinar, Co- 
Chairman; Dr. Leonard Lashley, Mr. Alfred Kirschner, Mr. Rudolf Cooper. 

Mr. Morris. Now did Mr. Stern speak at any other time? 

Miss Stommet. No, sir, he just spoke on the 19th of March. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Frauenglass speak at any time ? 

Miss Stomme. Yes, sir, he did. He spoke on the 23d of April 
1947. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you have any excerpt from his speech, which you 
made on April 23, 1947? 

Miss Stommet. I do have, and I feel that these are very important 
and vital, and if I might read 3 or 4 paragraphs, I would like to do so. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Miss Stommen. Mr. Frauenglass said on the 23rd of April, 1947: 





I want to give a brief preface about the reference to intercultural education 
or teaching being brought in obliquely, sneaked in. Some people might think 
that is imposing or POACHING on the grounds of the regular teacher. I have 
had that feeling, but I would like to put forward a defense of intercultural edu- 
cation. Our teaching literature is a kind of humanities teaching, We ought 
to reorganize our literature. The board of education should be less economical 
and not make us use the old books until they fall apart. They should let us 
have the new books. In our first term we used New Narratives. This can 
be read perfunctorily or take it for all it is worth. The second term, books 
like The Odyssey, use it as an example of hostilities. 


Someone said: 


“Oh, Odysseus was the first refugee.” 

In the third term, Silas Marner—expresses the suspicious treatment he re- 
ceived as a newcomer. The fourth term, The Tale of Two Cities, the relation 
between French and American revolutions. Few people ever think of or men- 
tion the contribution the French made to our revolution and the Americans to 
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theirs. Films can be a wonderful adjunct to our program. Dr. Sper and I had 
something to do with getting this series started. I want to cite how any situation 
can be used. English teachers in charge of assembly programs in our schools 
can arrange something like this.” 


Then, aside: 


By the way, Dr. Sper is chairman of assembly programs in his school, al- 
though he is too modest so say so. He is in a lot of things. 


Mr. Morris. Have you anything more there on that? 

Miss StomMeEL. No; I guess not. He just said that during the dis- 
cussion people could come back to discuss the issue over effectiveness 
of oblique methods. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Does Mr. Sper say anything? 

Miss Srommen. Yes, sir. Mr. Sper’s remarks are very revealing, 
too, I believe. 

Again on April 23d, at the same meeting at which Dr. Frauenglass 
spoke, Dr. Sper was a member of the panel. He says: 

We can do things in the classroom that will make the teacher a model to 
pupils. Once we get the passion for world unity, it should become a day-by-day 
thing, almost a religion. Let us prepare ourselves by becoming informed; to 
reeducate ourselves has been the crying need for the last 5 years. You can 
enter a classroom without causing any attention from the students, as I have 
done. Give them no warning. I read to them this passage from Louis Adamie. 
“Let’s break down the idea there is an Anglo-Saxon country.” Never mind 
stressing unity at this point. That isn’t so important. One way of intro- 
ducing is gradually like a slow drip. It is bound to make an impression on the 
children in time. Another thing that is very effective is pamphlet reading; 
make changes slowly, indirectly. I believe in the oblique method. For the 
past 5 years I have had pamphlets on my shelves, OWI phamplets. I give The 
Races of Mankind as pamphlet reading every 2 weeks. 

Mr. Morris. May I break in at that point. Mr. Mandel, do we have 
any official records of this pamphlet referred to, The Races of 
Mankind? 

Mr. Manpreu. We have a copy of a New York Times clipping. 

Mr. Morris. Let me just ask Miss Stommel who were the authors 
of the pamphlet ? 

Miss StommeL. Ruth Benedict and Dr. Gene Weltfish of Columbia 
University. 

Mr. Manvet. This is the New York Times of March 6, 1944, a head- 
line story, reading “Army Drops Race Equality Book.” It announces 
that the book was dropped for use by the Armed Forces. 

(The article referred to follows:) 


[From the New York Times, March 6, 1944] 


Army Drops Race Equatity Book; Dentirs May’s Stanp Was REASON 
(By the Associated Press) 


WASHINGTON, March 5.—Representative Andrew J. May, of Kentucky said 
today that a threat by the House Military Committee to “expose the motive 
behind this book’ had blocked Army distribution of a pamphlet which he said 
described northern Negroes as the equals in intelligence of southern white men. 

The committee’s action, Mr. May, its chairman, said, came after it was learned 
that 55,000 copies of the pamphlet, The Races of Mankind, had been purchased 
by the War Department for distribution in connection with Army orientation 
courses, following refusal of the United Service Organizations to allow it to 
be circulated in USO centers. 

The War Department said, however, that it had been decided not to use the 
pamphlet before the committee started its investigation because some of its 
material was regarded as inadequate. 
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A spokesman explained that the book was not intended for soldiers in the 
orientation courses but for use of officer-instructors as background material to 
help counteract the Nazi theory of a super-race. The Army’s copies are in a 
Warehouse pending further action on their disposition. 

Mr. May said that sponsors of the pamphlet described it as prepared to pro- 
mote tolerance by teaching the fundamental unity of races and contending that 
economic differences were largely responsible for racial differences. It was 
published, he said, by a New York City publishing company and prepared by 
Ruth F. Benedict. 

The publisher is the Public Affairs Committee, Inc., of New York City. Pro 





fess Benedict was assisted by Dr. Gene Weltfish, also of the department of 
anthropology at Columbia University. 

Mr. May’s anger was aroused by an assertion which he said the pamphlet made 
that a survey showed that the average Negro in New York, Massachusetts, and 
Connecticut ranked on an intellectual level with the average white man in 
Kentucky, Arkansas, and Mississippi. 

After the USO banned the pamphlet, Mr. May asserted, the CIO War Relief 
Com tee promoted its distribution and the Army obtained 55,000 copies. Army 
spokesmen, he said, told the committee that distribution had been held up because 
some of the material was subject to misinterpretation. 

| m’t be distributed by the Army,” he said. “If it is, we will have plenty 
to y and it will be said right on the floor of the House. It has no place in the 
Army program.” 

While no further committee action is contemplated, Mr. May added, “we intend 
to keep an eye open to see that this book does not go out to our soldiers through 
War Department channels. If it does, somebody is going to have to do plenty of 
explaining.” 

I) ‘ene Weltfish, member of the anthropology department of Columbia Uni- 
vel coauthor with Prof. Ruth F. Benedict, Columbia anthropologist, of The 
Races of Mankind, said last that the pamphlet was published by the public 
affairs committee to public vice groups sponsored by many prominent citizens, 


i at | 
and financed by a grant from the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation. 
Dr. Weltfish denied that the pamphlet contended that economic differences are 


lar v responsible for racial differences, pointing out that no scientific explana- 
tion of racial differences such as skin pigmentation was given. What the pam- 
phiet did contend was that economic and educational advantage made a difference 
in measurement of mentality by intelligence tests, and that such tests showed no 
difference between the races 


Che survey which aroused the southern Representative’s ire, she said, were 
reports on the findings of intelligence tests made by Prof. Robert S. Woodworth, 
an internationally known psychologist. 

“IT hope Mr. May does bring the matter to the floor of the House,” she said. 
The pamphlet does nothing more than present the biological and psychological 
material in support of an ancient principle that ‘all men are created equal,’ set 


out in the Bible, the Declaration of Independence, and the Constitution, and it is 
time that southern advocates of racial inequality should be obliged to defend their 


ana 

The pamphlet was not forced on the soldiers but was included among other 
materials of which they had a choice, and was obtained by the War Department 
after the soldiers asked for it, she said. 

Professor Benedict is in Washington for the winter. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that Dr. Gene 
Weltfish, professor of Columbia University, appeared before this 
committee and we asked her about her associations and membership in 
the Communist Party and she invoked the privilege. She is the 
author of the pamphlet we are talking about at this time. 

Miss Srommen. He goes on to tell about how he uses pamphlets, 
probably to counteract the material that is in the textbooks, which he 
doesn’t agree with. 


Whenever my class is unprepared, I stop, say, “All right, go to my cabinet and 
distribute 40 pamphlets.” We ought to reorient all material to slant with this 
new intercultural education. Take your compositions. You have untold oppor- 
tunities for giving topics. How to do it is something we have to leave up to you. 
Come in by the back door. I have lists of radio, films, and stage recordings that 
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can be used. Louis Relin and I have been working along these lines for a long 
time 

Mr. Morris. Now what was the role of Dr. Robert Norton at this 
time ? 

Miss Stommen. He was a lecturer on the 16th of April. 

Mr. Morris. Now were any of his pamphlets distributed in this 
course ¢ 

Miss Stommen. Yes; the pamphlet entitled “Don’t Be a Jerk” was 
distributed. 

Mr. Morris. That is the only one? 

Miss Stomme.. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now were any records made at that time—that is 
1947—of the remarks made by Mr. Norton ¢ 

Miss Stommen. Yes, sir. Dr. Robert Norton, speaking on the 16th 
of April 1947, executive secretary of the League for Fair Play. He 
was introduced by that title. He said: 

The whole community, and the community through the school—you, as 
teachers, are in contact with the broadest cross section of the community in 
the public schools, of any institution. Every level of intelligence, every religi- 
ous group, every shade of political thinking, all conditions and origins. 

What is it we are fighting for? Solidarity of the world community * * *, 
We are fundamentally trying to change a fixed community pattern. We are 
going to have to root out the breeding places, the basic economic and cultural 


und other factors * * *, You don’t just talk. You talk about improving things 
which leads to action * * *, You get this kind of yeast going, and all kinds 
of things can happen 

One thing I did not include in these notes, which I think I 
might mention since the Springfield plan was brought up in the pre- 
vious two testimonies, is that Dr. Norton explained his work with the 
League for Fair Play, organizing the Springfield plan, and he said 
that when you go into acommunity you have to arrange it so carefully. 

He said: 

What they did at Springfield was prepare the people through a softening-up 
process through the use of newspapers, the films, and so forth. 

He said that it was done so carefully that coming out against the 
Springfield plan would have been like coming out for sin. He said, 
“This is Springfield’s gift to the Nation,” that kind of thing. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Relin express thi 
‘confidential ? 

Miss Srommen. He did. He did it twice. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have notes made in 194 


iat these lectures were to be 


‘ 


to that efhiect ? 


Miss Strommen. Yes, I have. On March 5, 1947, Mr. Relin said: 
I have been asked to say that everything said at these meetines is off the 
ord. So if any of you have a photographic memory, or anything, keep it 


L 
to yourselves, 


Then ag in on the 16th of Ap il, half way thre ugh the course——- 


rl 
incidentally, this was just before Robert Norton was to speak on the 
16th of April-—he said: 


I have been asked to remind you that there is to be no distribution of material 
on this course without consulting us. 


There were several murmurs and questions from the floor, and he 
said: 
Because we take full responsibility for the content of this course. It doesn’t 


mean that we will turn it down if you ask us. We just have to know. That 
is all. 
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Mr. Morris. Now Miss Stommel, you mentioned a pamphlet, The 
Races of Mankind. Was that ever converted, to your knowledge, 
into a film? 

Miss Srommen. Yes,sir;it was. It was adapted into a film entitled, 
“The Brotherhood of Man.” 

Mr. Morris. Was that film referred to in this course? 

Miss Stommen. Yes, sir; twice. It was on the occasion of the first 
time it was shown—Mr. Relin said at the meeting—this was the initial 
meeting—that— 

After you have seen this wonderful film you will say it is too good to be limited. 
Everybody ought to see it. 

The film is, The Brotherhood of Man, based on the pamphlet, The 
Races of Mankind. 

Then, again, on the 21st of May, the speaker, Mr. Kirschner, said: 

Since I got out of the Army, I found that the film industry had discovered 
intercultural education. This is very gratifying to me * * *. One of the 
very first to use is The Brotherhood of Man—the film itself doesn’t teach the 
lesson ; the teacher teaches the lesson. 

Mr. Morris. Who wrote the film? 

Miss SromMe.. That was written by Ring Lardner, Jr. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, Ring Lardner was identified as 
a Communist before the House Un-American Activities Committee 
and, I think, when he was called in to testify he refused to answer 
questions about his Communist Party membership. That was in Oc- 
tober 1947. 

Now they are the only two references to that particular film? 

Miss Stomme.. To that particular film; yes. 

Mr. Mornis. Well, now, who produced that film; do you know? 

Miss StomMeL. That film was produced by United Productions of 
America for the United Automobile Workers of the CIO, who also 
are producers of Gerald McBoing-Boing. 

Mr. Morris. Produced what? 

Miss Stomme.. That isa recent sort of technique in cartoons. Ger- 
ald McBoing-Boing. It was about a man who couldn’t speak and 
could just say “boing.” 

Mr. Morrts. That had nothing to do with this course? 

Miss Stommet. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was that distributed by Brandon Films? 

Miss Stomme.. Yes, sir; it was. Relin said, after the film had 
been shown, on the 19th of February when it was demonstrated, in 
answer to a question from the floor, he said: 


First of all I think we should know the name of this film and how we can 
obtain it. 


Then Mr. Relin said: 


This film is The Brotherhood of Man, distributed by Brandon Films, 1600 
Broadway, at a rental of $3 a day. 


Mr. Morris. There is no doubt in your mind that that was a favor- 
able reference to Brandon Films? 

Miss Strommet. I believe so. 

Mr. Morris. Have we anything on Brandon Films? 

Mr. Manvet. On May 8th, 1951, before the Senate Judici iary Com- 
mittee, a subcommittee thereof, a ’ witness appeared in executive ses- 
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sion and, first of all, refused to answer questions as to his Communist 
Party membership on grounds of self-incrimination and, secondly, 
that he was the representative of Brandon Films in Washington and, 
thirdly, that Brandon Films advertised in the Daily Worker. 

Mr. Morris. Now was a film entitled “One Family” referred to in 
this course ¢ 

Miss Srommen. Yes, That was Man—One Family. Man—QOne 
Family was shown on the 12th of March. 

Mr. Morris. Was there any showing of The Cummington Story? 

Miss StomMe.L, The Cummington Story was shown on the 19th of 
March. 

Mr. Morris. Was that The Cummington Story by Waldo Salt? 

Miss StomMe.. That is right. It was by Waldo Salt. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, is there any reference to Waldo Salt? 

Mr. Manpvet. On April 15, 1951, in an appearance before the 
House Un-American Activities Committee, Waldo Salt refused to 
answer questions regarding Communist affiliations on the ground of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Was the film, Don’t Be a Sucker, shown at this time? 

Miss StomME.. It was shown on April 2. 

Mr. Morris. Who wrote the film, Don’t Be a Sucker ? 

Miss Srommet. Richard Collins. 

Mr. Morris. Do we have any citations on Richard Collins? 

Mr. Manpvetz. On April 12, 1951, Richard Collins appeared before 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities and admitted in 
April 1947, he had been a member of the Communist Party. He has 
since then rejected the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Was the film, The House I Live In, by Albert Maltz 
used at this course ¢ 

Miss Srommet. The House I Live In by Albert Maltz was used in 
this course. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have anything on Albert Maltz? 

Mr. Manvexv. On October 28, 1947, Mr. Maltz appeared before the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities and refused to answer 
questions regarding his Communist Party membership. 

Mr. Morris. Was Mr. Harold Nagler a speaker at this course? 

Miss Srommet. Yes, he spoke at the course twice. He spoke on 
the 19th of February and again on the 21st of May. 

Mr. Morris. Have you any excerpts that would be of interest in 
that regard for this record? Mr. Chairman, we have asked this wit- 
ness to prepare certain data for today. Now, Miss Stommel, if you 
haven't got it ready, just say so. 

Miss Stommet. I haven’t anything particularly. One thing I think 
that will be very interesting is that Mr. Nagler said, as he started out: 

Let’s make it clear. Teachers are dedicated to the belief that you can change 
human beings. 

Then he said: 

Children are inclined to believe that what is ours is what is best. There are 
places that we can attack the idea that ours is the best. 

Mr. Morris. Now have you any reference in these courses to the 
publication, Science and Society ? 
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Miss Srommen. Yes. I remember that during the course when 
Bernhard J. Stern spoke he referred the audience to an article of his 
in Science and Society, and I have the volume and issue number. I 
an refer to it later. But he did mention Science and Society. 

(The article referred to appeared in Vol. 7, No. 4 of Science and 
pociety. ) 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you quote the citation of Science and 
society 4 

Mr. Manpet. The Massachusetts House Committee on Un-American 
Activities, 1948, referred to Science and Society as a Marxist quar- 
terly distributed by the Communist Progressive Party Book Shop in 
be tol . Mass. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think that we could have Miss Stom- 

el come back at some other time in connection with this testimony. 
The Cnairman. We will do that, and I want to say this: I want 
to express the thanks of this subcommittee for this testimony this 


mol o, Miss Stomme sa private citizen who. working alone, Saw 
the danger of Communist infiltration into our colleges and our 
hools She not only de ided to fioht agcalnst this threat, but she 


orked out careful methods for collecting the documentation which 

le her efforts of value to those communities. 

It | been the policy of this committee, from the beginning, to 
leave to private individuals the full responsibility for dealing with 
Communist infiltration in education. We will concentrate on getting 
suc] nformation about the national and international conspirators 


irrainst our schools as could be only obtained by legislative in quiries 

a th the powel of si b} ena and punisl ment for contempt ; but 
we elad, also, Miss Stommel, to draw on the experience of in- 
divid who have mace eful investigations into the many 


branches of this conspiracy and to make them available to other groups 


people. We hope the contribution made by Miss Stommel 
1] courage other pr tf ItiZens to tudy the ramifications of this 
re tion in their own colleges and school systems and to make the 
inf on available when it can be documented as you have done 
re t morning to ot ec tional bodies and | al communities, 
\\ 1 a deep debt of gratitude for your coming here and 
lon vou int] r further information as a result 
t\ neavgeqd the publie hools ot Né W York where a 
Ire? wer» sub ad to the e Tea hi Oo methods. Thank 

vel h. 
MMI | | Lol 1] me to appear here 
V pon, a he hearing was recessed, subject to 
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SATURDAY, APRIL 25, 1953 


Untrep STatEs SENATE, 
SupcoMMITresE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Srecuriry LAWS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
W ashington, dD. C’. 

The subcommittee met at 10:10 a. m., pursuant to call, in the old 
Supreme Court room, the Cap itol. Hon. William E. Jenner (chair- 
man of the subcommittee ) presiding. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel. 

The Cuairnman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. The witness we had scheduled for today cannot testify 
without authorization from his college. 

The Cramman. The Internal Security Subcommittee has been 
experiencing a long series of abuses on the part of witnesses invoking 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution. This amendment provides 
that no witness shall be required to give testimony against himself. 
However, it is our observation that in addition to performing its 
historic function—the protection of the individual under the Bull of 
Rights—the fifth amendment is being perverted into a shield to con- 
cea! the facts of the Communist conspiracy. 

The subcommittee has labored, under its senatorial aon to 
produce for the record evidence outlining the pattern and design of 
the Soviet conspiracy against our Government and against our 
academic institutions. It has tried unremittingly to elicit its evidence 
from original sources. But this conspiracy yields up its secrets 
grudgingly and in meager portions. 

For the most part, these secrets come from the former participants 
in the conspiracy in whom the indestructible desire for truth has pre- 

vailed, and led them to return from the ranks of the Communists inte 
the legions of free men. This subcommittee has done everything to 
make clear that it will aid those who wish to extricate themselves from 
the shackles of their past. And we are happy to observe that aca- 
demic institutions are recognizing that there is a place for those who, 
after a transgression, have rejoined the fellowship of freedoin. ‘Too 
often, noisy and fearsome abuse flowing in some public channels has 
been the reward for those who rec aptured their integrity—a _phe- 
nomenon indeed hard to comprehend and one that has retarded our 
acquisition of truth. 

When our subcommittee has elicited its evidence from these sources, 
it summons as witnesses those who seem to be involved in the present 
conspiracy. ‘These witnesses almost invariably prove belligerent and 
unyielding. Most of them, when asked about the evidence, invoke 
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the privilege which they claim accrues to them by virtue of the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. Many try to sense the scope and the 
nature of the subcommittee’s evidence and gage their tactics accord- 
ingly. These witnesses deny what they think the subcommittee cannot 
prove, but where they think denials under oath will involve them in 
perjury, they resort to the Bill of Rights. 

Moreover, professors appear before this subcommittee who claim 
their privilege in response to questions about their previous member- 
ship in the Communist Party, and when asked about their present 
membership, they deny and indicate that they are not Communists 
at the present time. When the subcommittee seeks, by questioning, 
to get behind their invocation of their privilege, these professors 
indicate that their real reason for t taking such a stand is that they 
do not want to involve their associates. 

Two days ago, a professor at the University of Vermont appeared 
before the subcommittee and was asked about subcommittee evidence 
of his membership in the Communist Party in the late 1930’s and 
through the middle 1940’s. He invoked his privilege when asked about 
this evidence. He went further and testified that he had not been a 
Communist since 1948, without admitting that he was a Communist 
prior to that time. He also stated that his reluctance against answer- 
ing the questions sprang from his abhorrence at naming names. 

A witness is not justified in claiming privilege under the fifth 
amendment when he feels that his testimony will involve other people. 
The justification for invoking the amendment is that the witness 
asserts under oath and in good faith that if he testifies in response to 
a certain question, he will put into the record evidence which will 
»rove to be at least a link in a chain of evidence that will ultimately 
ead to his conviction for a crime that he has committed. It is a privi- 
lege that belongs to him and is for his protection and not the protec- 
tion of others. 

As chairman of this subcommittee, and recognizing that the abuse 
of the fifth amendment to the Constitution is, in fact, preventing the 
a of the Communist conspiracy, I feel that the enactment of 

16, a bill introduced by Senator McCarran, granting immunity 
te witnesses S appearing before congressional committees, will aid the 
Internal Security Subcommittee in bringing to light a great many 
new facts of the Communist conspiracy. 

This proposed new law, a copy of which and a copy of the Judici- 
ary Committee Report, Calendar No. 153, I now offer for our record 
and want it to become a part of our record,’ is carefully worded and 
provides that if a witness is given immunity by a committee, he can 
never be prosecuted at any time for the offense. The bill, however, 
is not in any sense a denial ‘of the Bill of Rights, but rather an affirma- 
tion since it insures that a person, once he is granted immunity, can 
never be prosecuted. 

Even though this bill should be passed, however, the subcommittee 
will continue to take cognizance of the reluctance to give testimony 
which seems to be experienced by those witnesses who are in the in- 
termediate stage of disassociating themselves from the Communist 
intrigue. 





* The copies of 8. 16 and 8. Rept. No. 153 appear at the end of the Senator’s remarks, 
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This subcommittee is mindful that in this intermediate stage, a per- 
son will experience reluctance to give the names of those who have 
been involved with him. It is an understandable phenomenon in the 
process of transformation. This subcommittee has taken testimony 
in executive session from many people who it believes reside in this 
intermediate zone and it is exercising its proper discretion in allowing 
them to return home and to reflect upon the significance of their 
testimony. 

It has never been the position of the Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee to hold up to punishment or to pillory past misdeeds. At the 
same time, however, it is charged with the duty of exposing the Com- 
munist conspiracy. Its function is to prepare future legislation and 
to expose present subversion. The proposed bill will greatly aid 
in carrying out these purposes. 

(The Senate bill S. 16 and S. Rept. No. 153 are as follows:) 

[S. 16, 88d Cong., Ist sess ; Rept. No. 153] 
[Omit the part enclosed in black brackets and insert the part printed in italic] 


A BILL To amend the immunity provision relating to testimony given by witnesses before 
either House of Congress or their committees 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That title 18, United States Code, section 
8486, is amended to read as follows: 


“§ 3486. Testimony before Congress; immunity 
“No witness shall be excused from testifying or from producing books, papers 
and other records and documents before either House, or before any committee 
of either House, or before any joint committee of the two Houses of Congress 
on the ground, or for the reason, that the testimony or evidence, documentary 
or otherwise, required of him may tend to incriminate him or subject him to a 
penalty or forfeiture, when the record shows— 
(1) in the case of proceedings before one of the Houses of Congress, that 
a majority of the Members present of that House, or 
(2) in the case of proceedings before a committee, that two-thirds of the 
members of the full committee, including at least one member of each of the 
two political parties having the largest representation on such [committee.] 
committee 
shall by affirmative vote have authorized that such person be granted immunity 
under this section with respect to the transactions, matters, or things concerning 
which, after he has claimed his privilege against self-incrimination, he is never- 
theless compelled by direction of the presiding officer or the chair to testify. But 
no such witness shall be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for 
or on account of any transaction, matter or thing concerning which after he has 
claimed his privilege against self-incrimination he is nevertheless so compelled to 
testify, or produce evidence, documentary or otherwise. 
“No official paper or record required to be produced hereunder is within the 
said privilege. 
“No person shall be exempt from prosecution or punishment for perjury or 
contempt committed in so testifying.” 





{S. Rept. No. 153, 83d Cong., 1st sess. ] 
IMMUNITY OF WITNESSES APPEARING BEFORE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 16) to 
amend the immunity provision relating to testimony given by witnesses before 
either House of Congress or their committees, having considered the same, re- 
ports favorably thereon, with an amendment, and recommends that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

AMENDMENT 


On page 2, in line 11, strike out the period. (This is a purely technical amend- 
ment, correcting a typographical error.) 
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PURPOSE 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to provide an effective immunity 
statute under which, in proper case, a witness can be compelled to testify in 
spite of a claim of possible self-incrimination. 


GENERAL DISCUSSION 


The present immunity statute affecting witnesses before congressional com- 
mittees fails to give such witnesses a degree of protection as broad as their con- 
stitutional privilege against self-incrimination. For this reason, the present 
statute fails to accomplish its purpose of putting a congressional committee in a 
position to require a witness to testify, even with respect to matters which might 


incriminate him. 

The important difference between the proposal embodied in S. 16 and the exist- 
ing immunity statute which it is proposed to replace is that the present law pro- 
that no testimony which the witness gives may be used against 
im in any subsequent criminal prosecution; whereas the proposed new law 
pts language which has been approved by the Supreme Court in a number of 
instances, and provides that the witness shall not be prosecuted on account of 
any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which he is compelled, pursuant to 
and in accordance with the provisions of the law, to testify. 

The proposed new law is carefully worded so that the witness would not get 
an “immunity bath” by the mere fact of testifying. He would have to raise 
specifically his claim for privilege, and thus put the committee on notice that 
it was faced with a decision as to whether, for the greater good, the witness 

hould be required to testify (and thereby given immunity with respect to the 
matters concerning which he testified) or whether it would be better to excuse 

he witness from testifying, and seek the information elsewhere, in order to 
preserve possible rights of criminal action against the witness. 

It is recognized that this will be a serious decision in any case; but at the 
present time, under the existing immunity statute with respect to witnesses 
before congressional committees, a committee has no choice at all. Even though 
a committee should decide unanimously that it was worth while to let a par- 
ticular witness have immunity from prosecution for possible wrongdoing, in 
order to elicit testimony of importance to the national welfare, there is actually 
no way in which the committee can compel such testimony if, in fact, it would 
touch upon some previous wrongdoing of the witness in such a way as to in- 
criminate him within the meaning of the constitutional provision. 

By adoption of an amendment originally proposed by Senator Ferguson during 
the S2d Congress, the committee has written into this bill a provision under which 
the decision to grant a witness immunity in exchange for his testimony will be 
made not by a single member of the committee, but by at least two-thirds of the 
committee, including at least one member of the minority party. This makes it 
certain that a grant of immunity will not be decided upon lightly. In this con- 
nection, it should be noted that the decision to offer a witness immunity in ex- 
change for his testimony may be made by two-thirds of the members of the full 
committee either in advance of calling the witness, or after he has refused to 
testify on grounds of possible self-incrimination. The important requirement 
here is that the grant of immunity shall have been authorized by affirmative vote, 
concurred in by at least two-thirds of the members of the full committee, includ- 
ing at least one member of the minority party having the largest representation 
on such committee. It should be further noted that in the event the extension 
of immunity is authorized in advance of the calling of the witness, it would still 
be necessary for the witness to claim his privilege against testifying, on grounds 
of possible self-incrimination, before the immunity could be granted. In other 
words, the immunity will arise only after the witness has first claimed his privi- 
lege against testifying on grounds of possible self-incrimination, has then been 
specifically directed to answer, under the terms of the proposed statute, and 
has then proceeded to testify. It should be stressed that a witness could get 
immunity only with respect to compelled testimony. Voluntary confessions not 
responsive to the question ordered answered, could not become the basis for an 
immunity claim. 

The words “or contempt” on page 3, line 4, are intended to meet the difficulty 
suggested in U. 8. v. Bryan (339 U. S. 33 (1949)), in which a minority of the 
court held that testimony given under the present statutory privilege could 


vides, in effect, 
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not be introduced in a prosecution for contempt committed in the course of such 
testimony. Although the possibility of a witness refusing to testify because he 
might thereby subject himself to prosecution for contempt (a Federal crime 
under 2 U. S. G., see. 192) is perhaps remote, the insertion of these two words 
will eliminate such possibility completely. 

The committee considered a proposed amendment in the nature of a proviso 
requiring that advance notice be given to the Attorney General before a vote 
on the question of granting immunity to a witness. This amendment was rejected 
by a vote of 9 to 2 on the basis that any such provision should be by a rule of 


the committee or the House concerned, and not by statute. 


STATE OF THE LAW 


The committee has considered most carefully and thoroughly the state of 
the law respecting the privilege of witnesses, under the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, to refuse to testify on grounds of self-in- 
crimination, with particular reference to the power of Congress to enact legisla- 
tion granting immunity from prosecution to a witness and thereby making it 
possible to compel the testimony of such witness notwithstanding his privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

In June 1807, Chief Justice Marshall, in the Circuit Court of the United 
States for the District of Virginia, in Burr’s Trial (1 Burr’s Trial 244) on the 
question whether the witness was privileged not to accuse himself, said: 

“If the question be of such a description that an answer to it may or may not 
criminate the witness, according to the purport of that answer, it must rest with 
himself, who alone can tell what it would be, to answer the question or not. If, 
in such a case, he say upon his oath, that his answer would criminate himself, 
the court can demand no other testimony of the fact * * * According to their 
statement [the counsel for the United States], a witness can never refuse to 
answer any question, unless that answer, unconnected with other testimony, 
would be sufficient to convict him of crime. This would be rendering the rule 
almost perfectly worthless. Many links frequently compose that chain of 
testimony which is necessary to convict any individual of a crime. It appears 
to the court to be the true sense of the rule, that no witness is compellable to 
furnish any one of them against himself. It is certainly not only a possible, but 
a probable case, that a witness, by disclosing a single fact, may complete the 
testimony against himself; and to every effectual purpose accuse himself as 
entirely as he would by stating every circumstance which would be required for 
his conviction, That fact of itself might be unavailing, but all other facts with- 
out it would be insufficient. While that remains concealed within his own 
bosom, he is safe; but draw it from thence, and he is exposed to a prosecution. 
The rule which declares that no man is compellable to accuse himself, would 
most obviously be infringed, by compelling a witness to disclose a fact of this 
description. What testimony may be possessed, or is attainable, against any 
individual, the court can never know. It would seem, then, that the court 
ought never to compel a witness to give an answer which discloses a fact that 
would form a necessary and essential part of a crime which is punishable by 
the laws.” 

This protection may be claimed in a proceeding other than a court proceeding 
(U. 8. v. Goodur (1940), 35 F. Supp. 286), including congressional proceedings. 
See U.S. v. Bryan ( (1950), 339 U. S. 323, 335-336). 

Landmark case in this field is Counselman vy. Hitchcock, ( (1892), 142 U. 8. 547), 
where all prior cases were thoroughly reviewed and it was decided that the mean- 
ing of the provision in the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, that “No person * * * shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a 
witness against himself,” is not merely that a person shall not be compelled to 
be a witness against himself in a criminal! prosecution against himself: but that 
its object is to insure that a person shall not be compelled, when acting as a wit- 
ness in any investigation, to give testimony which may tend to show that he 
himself has committed a crime. 

This case also held it is a reasonable construction of the constitutional pro- 
vision that the witness is protected from being compelled to disclose the cir- 
cumstances of his offense, or the sources from which, or the means by which, 
evidence of its commission, or of his connection with it, may be obtained, or 
made effectual for his conviction, without using his answers as direct admissions 
against him. 


> 
> 
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In this same case, the Court also held that the protection afforded by a par- 
ticular immunity statute’ then existing was not coextensive with the constitu- 
tional provision. The analogy to the present immunity statute * respecting wit- 
nesses before congressional committees seems clear. 

The Court said: 

“It is broadly contended on the part of the appellee that a witness is not en- 
titled to plead the privilege of silence, except in a criminal case against himself ; 
but such is not the language of the Constitution. Its provision is that no person 
shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself. This 
provision must have a broad construction in favor of the right which it was 
intended to secure. The matter under investigation by the grand jury in this 
case was a criminal matter, to inquire whether there had been a criminal viola- 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Act. If Counselman had been guilty of the 
matters inquired of in the questions which he refused to answer, he himself was 
liable to criminal prosecution under the act. The case before the grand jury 
was, therefore, a criminal case. The reason given by Counselman for his refusal 
to answer the questions was that his answers might tend to incriminate him, and 
showed that his apprehension was that, if he answered the questions truly and 
fully (as he was bound to do if he should answer them at all), the answers might 
show that he had committed a crime against the Interstate Commerce Act, for 
which he might be prosecuted. His answers, therefore, would be testimony 
against himself, and he would be compelled to give them in a criminal case. 

It is impossible that the meaning of the constitutional provision can only be 
that a person shall not be compelled to be a witness against himself in a criminal 
prosecution against himself. It would doubtless cover such cases; but it is not 
limited to them. The object was to insure that a person should not be compelled, 
when acting as a witness in any investigation, to give testimony which might 
tend to show that he himself had committed a crime. The privilege is limited 
to criminal matters, but it is as broad as the mischief against which it seeks to 
guard. 

* * * * * * * 


It remains to consider whether section 860 of the Revised Statutes removes the 
protection of the constitutional privilege of Counselman. That section must be 
construed as declaring that no evidence obtained from a witness by means of a 
judicial proceeding shall be given in evidence, or in any manner used against 
him or his property or estate, in any court in the United States, in any criminal 
proceeding, or for the enforcement of any penalty or forfeiture. It follows that 
any evidence which might have been obtained from Counselman by means of 
his examination before the grand jury could not be given in evidence or used 
against him or his property in any court of the United States, in any criminal 
proceeding, or for the enforcement of any penalty or forfeiture. This, of course, 
protected him against the use of his testimony against him or bis property in any 
prosecution against him or his property, in any criminal proceeding, in a court 
of the United States. But it had only that effect. It could not, and would not, 
prevent the use of his testimony to search out other testimony to be used in evi- 
dence against him or his property, in a criminal proceeding in such court. It 
could not prevent the obtaining and the use of witnesses and evidence which 
should be attributable directly to the testimony he might give under compulsion, 
and on which he might be convicted, when otherwise, and if he had refused to 
answer, he could not possibly have been convicted. 

“The constitutional provision distinctly declares that a person shall not “be 
compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself”; and the pro- 
tection of section 860 is not coextensive with the constitutional provision. Legis- 
lation cannot detract from the privilege afforded by the Constitution. It would 
be quite another thing if the Constitution had provided that no person shall be 


1Sec. 860, Rev. Stat., providing: “No pleading of a party, nor any discovery or evidence 
obtained from a party or witness by means of a judicial proceeding in this or any foreign 
country, shall be given in evidence, or in any manner used against him. or his property or 
estate, in any court of the United States, in any criminal proceeding, or for the enforcement 
of any penalty or forfeiture: Provided, That this section shall not exempt any party or 
witness from prosecution and punishment for perjury committed in discovering or testify- 
ing as aforesaid.” 

? Originally sec, 859, Rev. Stat., later 28 U. S. C., 634, now 18 U. S. C. 3486, providing: 
“No testimony given by a witness before either House, or before any committee of either 
House, or before any joint committee established by a joint or concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses of Congress, shall be used as evidence in any criminal proceeding against him 
in any court, except in a prosecution for perjury committed in giving such testimony. But 
an official paper or record produced by him is not within the said privilege.” 
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compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, unless it should 
be provided by statute that criminating evidence extracted from a witness 
against his will should not be used against him. But a mere act of Congress 
cannot amend the Constitution, even if it should engraft thereon such a proviso. 

“In some States, where there is a like constitutional provision, it has been 
attempted by legislation to remove the constitutional provision, by declaring that 
there shall be no future criminal prosecution against the witness, thus making 
it impossible for the criminal charge against him ever to come under the cogni- 
zance of any court, or at least enabling him to plead the statute in absolute bar 
of such prosecution. 

* * * * # * * 


“Under the Constitutions of Arkansas, Georgia, California, Indiana, New York, 
New Hampshire, and North Carolina it was held that a given statutory provision 
made it lawful to compel a witness to testify; while in Massachusetts and Vir- 
ginia it was held that the statutory provisions were inadequate, in view of the 
constitutional provision. In New Hampshire and in New York, under the 
Penal Code, it was held that the statutory provisions were sufficient to supply the 
place of the constitutional provision, because, by statute, the witness was entirely 
relieved from prosecution. 

“But, as the manifest purpose of the constitutional provisions, both of the 
States and of the United States, is to prohibit the compelling of testimony of a 
self-criminating kind from a party or a witness, the liberal construction which 
must be placed upon constitutional provisions for the protection of personal 
rights would seem to require that the constitutional guaranties, however dif- 
ferently worded, should have as far as possible the same interpretation; and 
that where the constitution, as in the cases of Massachusetts and New Hamp- 
shire, declares that the subject shall not be ‘compelled to accuse or furnish 
evidence against himself,’ such a provision shall not have a different interpreta- 
tion from that which belongs to constitutions like those of the United States and 
of New York, which declare that no person shall be ‘compelled in any criminal 
case to be a witness against himself.’ Under the rulings above referred to, by 
Chief Justice Marshall and by this Court, and those in Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Virginia, the judgment of the circuit court in the present case 
cannot be sustained. It is a reasonable construction, we think, of the constitu- 
tional provision, that the witness is protected ‘from being compelled to disclose 
the circumstances of his offense, the sources from which, or the means by which 
evidence of his commission, or of his connection with it, may be obtained, or 
made effectual for his conviction, without using his answers as direct admissions 
against him’ (Emery’s Case, 107 Mass. 172, 182). 

“It is quite clear that legislation cannot abridge a constitutional privilege, and 
that it cannot replace or supply one, at least unless it is so broad as to have the 
same extent in scope and effect. It is to be noted of section 860 of the Revised 
Statutes that it does not undertake to compel self-criminating evidence from a 
party or a witness. In several of the State statutes above referred to, the 
testimony of the party or witness is made compulsory, and in some either all 
possibility of a future prosecution of the party or witness is distinctly taken 
away, or he can plead in bar or abatement the fact that he was compelled to 
testify. 

“We are clearly of opinion that no statute which leaves the party or witness 
subject to prosecution after he answers the criminating question put to him, 
can have the effect of supplanting the privilege conferred by the Constitution of 
the United States. Section 860 of the Revised Statutes does not supply a com- 
plete protection from all the perils against which the constitutional prohibition 
was designed to guard, and is not a full substitute for that prohibition. In 
view of the constitutional provision, a statutory enactment, to be valid, must 
afford absolute immunity against future prosecution for the offense to which 
the question relates.” 

Thus one immunity statute was held to be inadequate. Later, another 
statute, apparently better drafted was upheld as sufficient for its purpose. In 
Brown v. Walker (1896, 161 U. 8. 591), the Court held that the provision in the 
act of February 11, 1893 (ch. 83, 27 Stat. 443) “that no person shall be excused 
from attending and testifying or from producing books, papers, tariffs, con- 
tracts, agreements, and documents before the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
or in obedience to the subpena of the Commission, on the ground or for the 
reason that the testimony or evidence, documentary or otherwise, required of 
him may tend to criminate him or subject him to a penalty or forfeiture; but no 
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person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty or forteiture for or on 
account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which he may testify, or 
produce evidence, documentary or otherwise, before said Commission or in 
obedience to its subpena, or the subpena of either of them, or in any such case or 
proceeding” affords absolute immunity against prosecution, Federal or State, 
for the offense to which the question relates, and deprives the witness of his 
constitutional right to refuse to answer. 

Discussing the statement of the Court, in the case of Counselman v. Hitchcock, 
supra, that “In view of the constitutional provision, a statutory enactment, to 
be valid, must afford absolute immunity against future prosecutions for the 
offense to which the question relates,” the Court in Brown v. Walker said: 

“The inference from this language is that, if the statute does afford such im 
munity against future prosecution, the witness will be compellable to testify 
* * * To meet this construction of the constitutional provision, the act in ques- 
tion was passed, exempting the witness from any prosecution on account of any 
transaction to which he may testify. The case before us is whether this sufli- 
ciently satisfies the constitutional guarantee of protection. 

The clause of the Constitution in question is obviously susceptible of two 
interpretations. If it be construed literally, as authorizing the witness to re- 
fuse to disclose any fact which might tend to incriminate, disgrace, or expose 
him to unfavorable comments, then as he must necessarily to a large extent de- 
termine upon his own conscience and responsibility whether his answer to the 
proposed question will have that tendency, * * * the practical result would be, 
that no one could be compelled to testify to a material fact in a criminal case, 
unless he chose to do so, or unless it was entirely clear that the privilege was not 
set up in good faith. If, upon the other hand, the object of the provision be 
to secure the witness against a criminal prosecution, which might be aided di- 
rectly or indirectly by his disclosure, then, if no such prosecution be possible 
in other words, if his testimony operate as a complete pardon for the offense to 
which it relates—a statute absolutely securing to him such immunity from 
prosecution would satisfy the demands of the clause in question. 

* . 7 * - * ~ 


“It is entirely true that the statute does not purport, nor is it possible for any 
ie Witness from the personal disgrace or opprobrium attach- 






statute, to shield t! 
ing to the exposure of his crime; but, as we have already observed, the authori- 
ties are numerous aud very nearly uniform to the effect that, if the proposed 
testimony is material to the issue on trial, the fact that the testimony may 
tend to degrade the witness in publie estimation does not exempt him from the 
duty of disclosure. A person who commits a criminal act is bound to contem- 
plate the consequences of exposure to his good name and reputation, and ought 
not to call upon the courts to protect that which he has himself esteemed to be 
of such little value. The safety and welfare of an entire community should 
not be put into the scale against the reputation of a self-confessed criminal, 
who ought not, either in justice or in good morals, to refuse to disclose that which 
may be of great public utility, in order that his neighbors may think well of him. 
The design of the constitutional privilege is not to aid the witness in vindicating 
his character, but to protect him against being compelled to furnish evidence 
to convict him of a criminal charge. If he secures legal immunity from prose- 
cution, the possible impairment of his good name is a penalty which it is reason- 
able he should be compelled to pay for the common good. If it be once conceded 
that the fact that his testimony many tend to bring the witness into disrepute, 
through not to incriminate him, does not entitle him to the privilege of silence, 
it necessarily follows that if it also tends to incriminate, but at the same time 
operates as a pardon for the offense, the fact that the disgrace remains no more 
entitles him to immunity in this case than in the other. 

“It is argued in this connection that, while the witness is granted immunity 
from prosecution by the Federal Government, he does not obtain such immunity 
against prosecution in the State courts. We are unable to appreciate the 
force of this suggestion. It is true that the Constitution does not operate upon 
a witness testifying in the State courts, since we have held that the first eight 
amendments are limitations only upon the powers of Congress and the Federal 
courts, and are not applicable to the several States, except so far as the four- 
teenth amendment may have made them applicable (Barron y. Baltimore, 7 Pet. 
243; For y. Ohio, 5 How. 410; Withers v. Buckley, 20 How. 84; Twitchell v. 
Commonwealth, 7 Wall. 321; Presser v. Illinois, 116 U.S. 252). 

“There is no such restriction, however, upon the applicability of Federal 
statutes. The sixth article of the Constitution declares that “this Constitution, 
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and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; 
and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the United 
States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every State 
shall be bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or Laws of any State to 
the Contrary notwithstanding.” 

> * + - . a. * 


“The act in question contains no suggestion that it is to be applied only to the 
Federal courts. It declares broadly that ‘no person shall be excused from at- 
tending and testifying * * * before the Interstate Commerce Commission * * * 
on the ground * * * that the testimony * * * required of him may tend to 
criminate him,’ ete. ‘But no person shall be prosecuted or subjected to any 
penalty or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter or thing con- 
cerning which he may testify,’ etc. It is not that he shall not be prosecuted 
for or on account of any crime concerning which he may testify, which might 
possibly be urged to apply only to crimes under the Federal law and not to 
crimes, such as the passing of counterfeit money, etc., which are also cognizable 
under State laws; but the immunity extends to any transaction, matter or thing 
concerning Which he may testify, which clearly indicates that the immunity 
is intended to be general, and to be applicable whenever and in whatever court 
such prosecution may be had. 

* * * * * + + 


“If, as was justly observed in the opinion of the court below, witnesses standing 
in Brown’s position were at liberty to set up an immunity from testifying, the 
enforcement of the interstate commerce law or other analogous acts, wherein it 
is for the interest of both parties to conceal their misdoings, would become im- 
possible, since it is only from the mouths of those having knowledge of the 
inhibited contracts that the facts can be ascertained. While the constitutional 
provision in question is justly regarded as one of the most valuable prerogatives 
of the citizen, its object is fully accomplished by the statutory immunity, and 
we are, therefore, of opinion that the witness was compellable to answer, and 
that the judgment of the court below must be affirmed.” 

(In the dissenting opinion in Brown v. Walker, supra, per Mr. Justice Shiras, 
Mr. Justice Gray, and Mr. Justice White, it was asserted that it is beyond the 
power of Congress to give to any person immunity from prosecution in the courts 
of a State for an offense against the State, though that offense be disclosed by 
self-incriminating testimony, which such person has been required, under an 
act of Congress, to give in a tribunal of the United States. As will be seen, in 
subsequent cases the Court made it clear that the granting of immunity from 
State prosecution was not essential to a valid Federal immunity statute.) 

Sufficiency of another immunity statute was upheld in Hale v. Henkel ( (1906), 
201 U. S. 43), where the Court said: 

“1. The appellant justifies his action in refusing to answer the questions pro- 
pounded to him, first, upon the ground that there was no specific ‘charge’ pending 
before the grand jury against any particular person; second, that the answers 
would tend to criminate him. * * * 

“2. Appellant also invokes the protection of the fifth amendment to the Consti- 
tution, which declares that no person ‘shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself,’ and in reply to various questions put to him he 
declined to answer, on the ground that he would thereby incriminate himself. 

“The answer to this is found in a proviso to the general Appropriation Act of 
February 25, 1908 (32 Stat. 854, 904), that ‘no person shall be prosecuted or 
subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, 
matter or thing concerning which he may testify or produce evidence, docu- 
mentary or otherwise, in any proceeding, suit, or prosecution under said act,’ of 
which the antitrust law is one, providing, however, that ‘no person so testifying 
shall be exempt from prosecution or punishment for perjury committed in so 
testifying.’ 

os * + * * * * 


“The object of the amendment is to establish in express language and upon a 
firm basis the general principle of English and American jurisprudence, that no 
one shall be compelled to give testimony which may expose him to prosecution for 
crime. It is not declared that he may not be compelled to testify to facts which 
may impair his reputation for probity, or even tend to disgrace him, but the line 
is drawn at testimony that may expose him to prosecution. If the testimony 
relate to criminal acts long since past, and against the prosecution of which the 
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statute of limitations has run, or for which he has already received a pardon 
or is guaranteed an immunity, the amendment does not apply. 

“The interdiction of the fifth amendment operates only where a witness is asked 
to incriminate himself—in other words, to give testimony which may possibly 
expose him to a criminal charge. But if the criminality has already been taken 
away, the amendment ceases to apply. The criminality provided against. is a 
present, not a past, criminality which lingers only as a memory and involves no 
present danger of prosecution. To put an extreme case, a man in his boyhood or 
youth may have committed acts which the law pronounces criminal, but it would 
never be asserted that he would thereby be made a criminal for life. It is here 
that the law steps in and says that if the offense be outlawed or pardoned, or its 
criminality has been removed by statute, the amendment ceases to apply. 

“The extent of this immunity was fully considered by this Court in Counselman 
v. Hitchcock (142 U. 8S. 547), in which the immunity offered by Revised Statutes, 
section 860, was declared to be insufficient ; in consequence of this decision an act 
was passed applicable to testimony before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in almost the exact language of the act of February 25, 1908, above quoted. This 
act was declared by this Court in Brown v. Walker (161 U. 8. 591), to afford abso- 
lute immunity against prosecution for the offense to which the question related, 
and deprived the witness of his constitutional right to refuse to answer. Indeed, 
the act Was passed apparently to meet the declaration in Counselman vy. Hitchcock 
(p. 586), that ‘a statutory enactment, to be valid, must afford absolute immunity 
against future prosecution for the offense to which the question relates.’ If the 
constitutional amendment were unaffected by the immunity statue, it would put 
it within the power of the witness to be his own judge as to what would tend to 
incriminate him, and would justify him in refusing to answer almost any question 
in a criminal case, unless it clearly appeared that the immunity was not set up in 
good faith. 

“We need not restate the reasons given in Brown v. Walker, both in the opinion 
of the Court, and in the dissenting opinion, wherein all the prior authorities were 
reviewed, and a conclusion reached by a majority of the Court, which fully covers 
the case under consideration. * * * 

“The further suggestion that the statute offers no immunity from prosecution in 
the State courts was also fully considered in Brown v. Walker and held to be no 
answer. The converse of this was also decided in Jack v. Kansas (199 U. S. 372), 
namely, that the fact that an immunity granted to a witness under a State statute 
would not prevent a prosecution of such witness for a violation of a Federal stat- 
ute, did not invalidate such statute under the 14th amendment. It was held both 
by this Court and by the Supreme Court of Kansas that the possibility that 
information given by the witness might be used under the Federal act did not 
operate as a reason for permitting the witness to refuse to answer, and that a 
danger so unsubstantial and remote did not impair the legal immunity. Indeed, 
if the argument were a sound one it might be carried still further and held to apply 
not only to State prosecutions within the same jurisdiction, but to prosecutions 
under the criminal laws of other States to which the witness might have subjected 
himself. The question has heen fully considered in England, and the conclusion 
reached by the courts of that country that the only danger to be considered is one 
arising within the same jurisdiction and under the same sovereignty (Queen v. 
Boyes, 1 B. N. 8. 311; King of the Two Sicilies vy. Willcox, 7 State Trials (N. S.), 
1049, 1068; State v. March, 1 Jones (N. Car.), 526; State v. Thomas, 98 N. Car. 
599). 

* * * * * * * 

“But it is further insisted that while the immunity statute may protect indi- 
vidual witnesses it would not protect the corporation of which appellant was the 
agent and representative. This is true, but the answer is that it was not designed 
to do so. The right of a person under the fifth amendment to refuse to incrimi- 
nate himself is purely a personal privilege of the witness. It was never intended 
to permit him to plead the fact that some third person might be incriminated by 
his testimony, even though he were the agent of such person. A privilege so ex- 
tensive might be used to put a stop to the examination of every witness who was 
called upon to testify before the grand jury with regard to the doings or business 
of his principal, whether such principal were an individual or a corporation. The 
question whether a corporation is a ‘person’ within the meaning of this amend- 
ment really does not arise, except perhaps where a corporation is called upon to 
answer a bill of discovery, since it can only be heard by oral evidence in the 
person of some one of its agents or employees. The amendment is limited to a 
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person who shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, 
and if he cannot set up the privilege of a third person, he certainly cannot set up 
the privilege of a corporation. * * * Indeed, so strict is the rule that the 
privilege is a personal one that it has been held in some cases that counsel will 
not be allowed to make the objection. We hold that the questions should have 
been answered.” 

Another case to the same effect, decided at about the same time as Hale v. 
Henkel, is Nelson v. U. 8S. ((1906), 201 U. S. 92), where the court said: 

“Plaintiffs in error urge three main contentions, which we will consider in their 
order. 

* * * * = * om 

“III. That the evidence, documentary and oral, required to be produced, was in 
the nature of incriminating evidence which the witnesses and the defendants are 
privileged from furnishing to the plaintiff under the provisions of the Federal 
Constitution and the well-recognized principles of equity procedure. 

“This contention asserts rights personal to the plaintiffs and rights of the corpo- 
ration defendants in the suit. The basis of both rights is the protection of the 
fourth and fifth amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

“The argument submitted is substantially the same as that made by appellants 
in Hale v. Henkel and McAlister v. Henkel. It is insisted that the immunity given 
by the act of February 25, 1903, is not as broad as the penalties and forfeitures to 
which the plaintiffs in error or the corporations of which they are officers will be 
subjected. If the immunity, it is urged, protects from the penalties of the Anti- 
trust Act of 1890 it does not protect, nor has Congress the power to protect, from 
the penalties of the Minnesota laws, which make criminal a combination and 
conspiracy in restraint of trade and subject to forfeiture the charters of corpora- 
tions who become parties to such combination and conspiracy (secs. 6955, 6956, 
5962, Statutes of Minnesota, 1894). 

“The extent of the immunity and its application to corporations was considered 
in Hale v. Henkel and McAlister v. Henkel, and decided adversely to the conten- 
tion of plaintiffs in error.” 

Both Hale y. Henkel and Nelson y. U. 8S, stand for the doctrine that the right of 
a witness to claim his privilege against self-incrimination, when examined con- 
cerning an alleged violation of the Antitrust Act of July 2, 1890, is taken away 
by the proviso of the act of February 25, 1903 (15 U. 8. C. A. sec. 32), that no 
person shall be prosecuted or be subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on 
account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which be may testify or 
produce evidence in any proceeding, suit, or prosecution under certain named 
statutes, of which the Antitrust Act is one, which furnishes a sufficient immunity 
from prosecution to satisfy the constitutional guaranty although it may not afford 
immunity from prosecution in the State courts for the offense disclosed. 

In Glickstein v. U. S. ((1911), 222 U. S. 189), it was squarely held that Con- 
gress may compel the giving of testimony which may serve to incriminate the 
witness provided immunity be accorded in all respects commensurate with the 
guaranty against self-incrimination contained in the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. The court said: 

“It is undoubted that the constitutional guaranty of the fifth amendment does 
not deprive the lawmaking authority of the power to compel the giving of testi- 
mony even although the testimony when given might serve to incriminate the 
one testifying, provided immunity be accorded, the immunity, of course, being 
required to be complete; that is to say, in all respects commensurate with the 
protection guaranteed by the constitutional limitation.” 

The most direct invitation the Supreme Court has extended to Congress to 
legislate in this field was in McCarthy v. Arndstein ( (1924), 266 U. S. 34), where 
Mr. Justice Brandeis, for the Court, declared: 

“If Congress should hereafter conclude that a full disclosure * * * by the wit 
ness is of greater importance than the possibility of punishing them for some 
crime in the past, it can, as in other cases, confer the power of unrestricted exam- 
ination by providing complete immunity.” 

This was quoted with approval in another case* which will be quoted from 
later. 

The leading case on the right of a witness to refuse to answer questions con- 
cerning membership in the Communist Party is Blau vy. United States ((1950), 


® Hoffman v. U. 8. (841 U. 8. 479) ; see p. 11 of this memorandum. 
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340 U. S. 159), where the Court held it is a violation of the fifth amendment 
to compel a witness who objects on the ground of self-incriminatien to testify 
before a grand jury in response to questions concerning his employment by the 
Communist Party or intimate knowledge of its operations when there is in effect 
a statute such as the Smith Act (18 U. S. C. sec. 2385), making it a erime to 
advoeate, or to affiliate with a group which advocates, overthrow of the Govern- 
ment by force. 

It is immaterial, the Court held, whether answers to the questions asked 
would have been sufficient standing alone to support a conviction when they would 
have furnished a link in the chain of evidence needed in a prosecution of the 
witness for violation of (or conspiracy to violate) the Smith Act. 

The Court said: 

“At the time petitioner was called before the grand jury, the Smith Act was 
on the statute books making it a crime among other things to advocate know- 
ingly the desirability of overthrow of the Government by force or violence; to 
organize or help to organize any society or group which teaches, advocates, or 
encourages such overthrow of the Government; to be or become a member of 
such a group with knowledeg of its purposes. These provisions made future 
prosecution of petitioner far more than ‘a mere imaginary possibility * * * 
(Mason v. United States, 244 U. S. 362, 366); she reasonably could fear that 
criminal charges might be brought against her if she admitted employment by 
the Communist Party or intimate knowledge of its workings. Whether such 
admissions by themselves would support a conviction under a criminal statute 
is immaterial. Answers to the questions asked by the grand jury would have 
furnished a link in the chain of evidence needed in a prosecution of petitioner 
for violation of (or conspiracy to violate) the Smith Act. Prior decisions of 
this Court have clearly established that under such circumstances, the Constitu- 
tion gives a witness the privilege of remaining silent. The attempt by the courts 
below to compel petitioner to testify runs counter to the fifth amendment as it 
has been interpreted from the beginning.” 

In Hoffman v. U.S. (1951, 341 U. S. 419), it was held that the privilege against 
self-incrimination extends not only to answers that would in themselves support 
a conviction under a Federal criminal statute but likewise embraces those which 
would furnish a link in the chain of evidence, needed to prosecute the claimant 
for a Federal crime; but that this protection must be confined to instances where 
the witness has reasonable cause to apprehend danger from a direct answer. A 
witness, the Court said, is not exonerated from answering merely because he de- 
clares that in so doing he would incriminate himself. Rather, it is for the court 
to say whether his silence is justified, and to require him to answer if it clearly 
appears to the court that he is mistaken. But the witness is not required to prove 
the hazard in the sense in which a claim is usually required to be established in 
court. To sustain the privilege against self-incrimination, it need only be evident 
from the implications of the question, in the setting in which it is asked, that a 
responsive answer or an explanation of why it cannot be answered might be 
dangerous because injurious disclosure could result. The trial judge, in apprais- 
ing the claim, must be governed as much by his personal perception of peculiari- 
ties of the case as by the facts actually in evidence. 

The Court said: 

“The privilege afforded not only extends to answers that would in themselves 
support a conviction under a Federal criminal statute but likewise embraces 
those which would furnish a link in the chain of evidence needed to prosecute 
the claimant for a Federal crime. * * * But this protection must be confined 
to instances where the witness has reasonable cause to apprehend danger from a 
direct answer. * * * The witness is not exonerated from answering merely be- 
cause he declares that in so doing he would incriminate himself—his say-so does 
not of itself establish the hazard of incrimination. It is for the court to say 
whether his silence is justified * * * and to require him to answer if ‘it clearly 
appears to the court that he is mistaken.’ * * * However, if the witness, upon 
interposing his claim, were required to prove the hazard in the sense in which 
a claim is usually required to be established in court, he would be compelled to 
surrender the very protection which the privilege is designed to guarantee. To 
sustain the privilege, it need only be evident from the implications of the question, 
in the setting in which it is asked, that a responsive answer to the question or an 
explanation of why it cannot be answered might be dangerous because injurious 
disclosure could result. The trial judge in appraising the claim ‘must be gov- 
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erned as much by his personal perception of the peculiarities of the case as by 
the facts actually in existence.’ ”’ 

The interest of Congress in the enactment of legislation to put the two Houses 
and their respective committees in a position to compel the testimony of a wit- 
ness, in proper case, notwithstanding any claim of privelege under the fifth 
amendment, was apparent at least as early as 1857, when the first such immunity 
statute * become law. The heightened importance of the problem, in relation 
to investigation of communism, is pointed up by the Blau case, and not alleviated 
by the Hoffman decision. The right of the Congress to enact such legislation 
seems undisputed; and numerous special acts of this nature, in separate fields, 
have been upheld. 

In Shapiro v. United States, ((1948), 835 U. S., at p.5), the Court said: 

“It should be observed at the outset that the decision in the instant case turns 
on the construction of a compulsory testimony-immunity provision which incor- 
porates by reference the Compulsory Testimony Act of 1893. This provision, 
in conjunction with broad record-keeping requirements, has been included not 
merely in a temporary wartime measure but also, in substantially the same terms, 
in virtually all.of the major regulatory enactments of the Federal Government,” 
and appended the following footnote: 

“Some of the statutes which include such provisions, applicable to the records 
of noncorporate as well as corporate business enterprises, are listed below : 


“Shipping Act, 1916 (46 U. S. C., sees. 826, 827, 814, 817, 820). 

“Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921 (7 U. 8. C., sees. 221, 222). 

“Commodity Exchange Act of 1922 (7 U. S. C., sees. 15, 6, 7a). 

“Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act of 1980 (7 U. S. C., sees. 499m, 4991). 

“Communications Act of 1984 (47 U. S. C., sees. 409, 203, 211, 218 (f), 220, 412). 

“Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S. C., sees. 78q, 78u). 

“Federal Alcohol Administration Act, 1935 (27 U. S. C., sees. 202 (c), 204 (d) 3 
26 U.S. C., sec. 2857 ; 15 U. S. C., sees. 49, 50). 

“Federal Power Act, 1935 (16 U.S. C., sees. 825 (a), 825f (gz) ). 

“Industrial Aleohol Act of 1935 (26 U.S. C., sees. 3119, 3121 (¢e)). 

“Motor Carrier Act of 1935 (49 U. S. C., sees. 305 (d), 304 (a) (1), 311 (d), 317, 
318, 320, 322 (g)). 

“National Labor Relations Act, 1935 (29 U.S. C., sees. 156, 161). 

“Social Security Act, 1935 (42 U.S. C., sec. 405 (a), (d), (e), (f)). 

“Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46 U. S. C., sees. 1124, 1211, 1114 (b) ). 

“Bituminous Coal Act of 1937 (15 U. S. C. (1940 ed.), sees. 838, 883 (a), (e), (K), 
(850 (terminated, as provided in sec. 849) ). 

“Civil Aeronautics Act of 1988 (49 U.S. C., secs 644, 483, 487, 492, 622 (e) and 
(g), 673). 

“Fair Labor Standards Act of 1988 (29 U.S. C., sees. 209, 211; 15 U. S. C., sees. 
49, 50). 

“Natural Gas Act, 1988 (15 U.S. C., sec. 717a, g, m). 

“Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act, 1988 (45 U. S. ¢ 
(1), 359). 

“Water carriers Act of 1940 (49 U.S. C., sees. 916, 906, 913, 917 (d)). 

“Freight Forwarders Act, 1942 (49 U. S. C., sees. 1017 (a), (b), (da), 1005, 1012, 
1021 (d)). 


“In addition to the Price Control Act, the other major regulatory statutes 
enacted in response to the recent wartime exigencies also contain these pro- 
visions: 

“Second War Powers Act (50 U. S. C. App., sees. 633, subsees. 2 (a) (3), (4)). 
“Stabilization Act of 1942 (50 U. 8S. C. App., secs. 967 (b) ), 962). 

“War and Defense Contract Acts (50 U. S. C. App., see. 1152 (a) (8), (4)). 
“War Labor Disputes.Act (50 U. S. C. App., sec. 1507 (a) (3), (b)). 

“Very recent regulatory statutes, whose construction may also be affected or 
determined by the ruling of the Court in the present case, include : 

“Atomic Energy Act of 1946 (42 U.S. C., sees. 1812 (a) (3), 1810 (e)). 
“Labor Management Relations Act of 1947 (sec. 101), subsecs. 11, 6; see. 207 (c), 

61 Stat. 136, 150, 140, 155).” 


‘ 


., secs. 362 (a), (b), (ce), 


4 Act of June 24, 1857, succeeded by the act of June 24, 1862. from which stems 859 Rev. 
Stat. 
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EXISTING LAW 


(4) of rule XXIX of the Standing Rules of 


the Senate, changes in existing law made by the bill as reported are shown below 
in parallel columns as follows (existing law is enclosed in black brackets, new 


matter is printed in italics) : 


*§ 3486. Testimony 


immunity 


before 


“No testimony given by a witness 


before either House, or before any 
committee of either House, or before 
any joint committee established by a 


joint or concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses of Congress, shall be used 
evidence in any criminal proceeding 
against him in any court, except in a 
prosecution for perjury committed in 
giving such testimony. But an official 
paper or record produced by him is not 
within the said privilege.J” 


as 


Congress: “ 


Testimony before Congress; 


immunity 

“No witness shall be ercused from tes- 
tifying or from producing books, papers, 
and other records and documents before 
either House, or before any committee of 
either House, or before any joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Congress on 
the ground, or for the reason, that the 
testimony or evidence, documentary or 
otherivise, required of him may tend to 
incriminate him or subject him to a 
penalty or forfeiture, when the record 


sh OWwSs 


§ 3486. 


(1) in the case of proceedings be- 
fore one of the Houses of Congress, 
that a majority of the Members 
present of that House, or 

(2) in the case of procecdings be- 
fore a committee, that two-thirds of 
the members of the full committee, 
including at least one member of 
each of the two political parties 
having the largest representation 
on such committee 

shall by affirmative vote have authorized 
that such person be granted immunity 
under this section with respect to the 
transactions, matters, or things concern- 
ing which, after he has claimed his priv- 
ilege against self-incrimination, he is 
nevertheless compelled by direction of 
the presiding officer or the chair to tes- 
tify. But no such witness shall 
prosecuted or subjected to any penalty 
or forfeiture for or on account of any 
transaction, matter or thing concerning 
which after he has claimed his privilege 
against self-incrimination he is never- 
theless so compelled to testify, or pro- 
duce evidence, documentary or other- 
wise. 

“No official paper or record required 
to be produced hereunder is within the 
said privilege. 

“No person shall be exempt from 
prosecution or punishment for perjury 
or contempt committed in so testifying.” 


he 


APPENDIX A 


Hon. ArtHurR V. WATKINS, 


FEBRUARY 22, 1951. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear SENATOR WATKINS: Attache 
sional immunity statute. On Monday I 


reporting this to the Senate as an origin: 


may be able to give it attention between 


d is a draft of a proposed new congres- 
will propose that the committee consider 
il committee bill. Therefore, I hope you 
now and then. 
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The need for revision of the existing congressional immunity statute (18 U.S. C. 
3486) is growing increasingly apparent. 

In U. 8S. v. Bryan (1950) (339 U. 8S. 323, 335-336) Mr. Chief Justice Vinson 
pointed up the need for amending this provision when he stated that merely pro- 
hibiting the use of testimony given by a witness before any committee of either 
House in a subsequent criminal proceeding against him is not sufficient as a sub- 
stitute for the constitutional privilege in that it is not a complete immunity from 
prosecution for any act concerning which he has testified. Consequently, the 
original purpose of the statute was effectively nullified in Cownselman v. Hitchcock 
(1892) (142 U. S. 547), and a congressional witness therefore can claim his priv- 
ileve and remain silent with immunity. 

The type of language which will satisfy the constitutional requirement is 
indicated in Heike v. U. S. (1918) (227 U. 8. 131), construing 15 United States 
Code 32. The language in that act reads: ‘No person shall be prosecuted * * *, 
ete.” 

The recent decision of the Supreme Court in the Blau case (Blau v. U. S., 
decided December 11, 1950, Docket 22, October term, 1950) makes it clear that 
the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, because of its Internal Seeurity Sub- 
committee, now has a special interest in this problem of congressional immunity. 

The Blau case is authority only for the proposition that an answer to a question 
concerning membership in or affiliation with the Communist Party may be in- 
criminatory. Under this holding, however, and under the doctrine in U. 8S. v. 
Bryan, it appears probable that witnesses before congressional committees can, 
with impunity, refuse to answer questions of this nature. 

The proposed new statute has no special application to Communists but would 
eliminate this problem as well as their claims of privilege by granting an immunity 
as broad as the constitutional privilege itself. 

In order to avoid application of the doctrine declared in U. S. v. Monia (19438) 
(317 U. S. 424), the proposed statute has been drafted so as to specifically require 
the witness to claim his privilege in order to secure the immunity. 

I hope you will plan to attend Monday’s meeting of the committee so that you 
may express your views with respect to this proposal. 

Kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 
Par McCARRAN, Chairman 


APPENDIX B 
MARCH 27, 1953 
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR: This is in response to your request for the views of the 
Department of Justice relative to the bill (S. 16) to amend the immunity provision 
relating to testimony given by witnesses before either House of Congress or 
their committees. 

Section 3486 of title 18, United States Code, provides as follows: 


“$3486. Testimony before Congress; immunity. 

“No testimony given by a witness before either House, or before any com- 
mittee of either House, or before any joint committee established by a joint or 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Congress, shall be used as evidence 
in any criminal proceeding against him in any court, except in a prosecution for 
perjury committed in giving such testimony. But an official paper or record 
produced by him is not within the said privilege.” 

This bill would amend the section to provide that no witness shall be excused 
from testifying or from producing documents before either House, or before any 
congressional committee, “on the ground, or for the reason, that the testimony 
or evidence, documentary or otherwise, required of him may tend to incriminate 
him or subject him to a penalty or forfeiture, when the record shows— 

(1) in the case of proceedings before one of the Houses of Congress, that a 
majority of the Members present of that House, or 

“(2) in the case of proceedings before a committee, that two-thirds of the 
members of the full committee, including at least one member of each of the 
two political parties having the largest representation on such committee 
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shall be affirmative vote have authorized that such person be granted immunity 
under this section with respect to the transactions, matters, or things concerning 
which, after he has claimed his privilege against self-incrimination, he is never- 
theless compelled by direction of the presiding officer or the chair to testify. But 
no such witness shall be prosecuted or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture 
for or on account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which after he 
has claimed his privilege against self-incrimination he is nevertheless so compelled 
to testify, or produce evidence, documentary or otherwise.” 

Official papers or records required to be produced pursuant to the section would 
not be within a witness’ privilege, and no person would be exempted from prose- 
eution or punishment for perjury or contempt committed in the course of testify- 
lng 

In considering a statute similar to section 3486 of title 18, the Supreme Court 
held that the protection afforded a witness by such a statute is not coextensive 
with the constitutional provision contained in the fifth amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which declares that “No person * * * shall be 
compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself * * *” (Counsel- 
man Vv. Hitchcock, 142 U.S. 547). This bill would remedy the deficiency insofar 
as section 3486 is concerned by amending it to provide not only that a witness’ 
testimony may not be used against him but that such witness shall be immune 
with respect to “any transaction, matter, or thing concerning which” he has been 
compelled to testify. 

This Department is disturbed, however, by the failure of the bill to provide that 
the Attorney General shall participate in the granting of any immunity to a wit- 
ness before a congressional committee or before either House of the Congress. 
The Attorney General is the chief legal officer of the Government of the United 
States. As such, it is his responsibility vigorously and effectively to prosecute 
persons who offend the criminal laws of the United States. Not only must this 
responsibility be coupled with an authority adequate to permit its discharge, but 
in addition it would seem inadvisable for others to be cloaked with an authority 
capable of preventing the Attorney General from fully performing his duty. 

Accordingly, the Department of Justice is unable to recommend the enactment 
of this bill. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection to the submis- 
sion of this report. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM P. RoGeErs, 
Deputy Attorney General. 


(Whereupon, at 10:20 p. m., the subcommittee recessed subject to 
the call of the Chair.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 5, 1953 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEER To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act AND Oryer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11 a. m., in room 412, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Watkins, Welker, and Smith. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The CHatrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Olson, will you stand up and be sworn ¢ 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give will be the 


truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Oxson. I so swear. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM OLSON, QUEENS, NEW YORK, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The CHairman. You may state your name to the committee. 

Mr. Orson. William Olson, O-l-s-o-n. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Olson ? 

Mr. Oxson. 6574 Saunders Street, Rego Park, Queens, N. Y. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, this witness has been called today in 
the hearings having to do with subversion in the education process 
because we have taken in executive session evidence that he has been a 
member of the Communist Party in New York University and we have 
asked him to come here today to ask him questions about that. testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Olson, are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Otson. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first amend- 
ment and my rights and privileges under the fifth amendment not to 
testify against myself. 

The Cuairman. This committee recognizes your refusal to answer 
under the fifth amendment, but not under the first amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Olson, how old are you? 

Mr. Otson. Forty-nine. 

Mr. Morris. What degree do you hold? 








872 SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 

Mr. Orson. A B. A. I did a great deal of graduate work, but I 
did not get my Ph. D. 

Mr. Morr Is. When did you obt;: ain your B. A. degree ? 

Mr. Orson. 1929. 

Mr. Morris. From what university ? 

Mr. Orson. University of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Morris. And, as you say, you did a great de: al of graduate work, 
but you have no postgr aduate degree ? 

Mr. (OLSON. Correct 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been teaching at New York Uni- 
versity ¢ 

Mr. Orson. Since 1929. 

Mr. Morris. And what do you teach ? 

Mr. Orson. English. 

Mr. Morris. What aspect of English do you teach ¢ 

Mr. Otson. Elementary composition and literature. 

Mr. Morris. And your students, are they freshmen, sophomores— 

Mr. Otson. Yes; freshmen and sophomores. 

Mr. Morris. How did you get into New York University ? 

Mr. Orson. How do you mean? 

Mr. Morris. What were the circumstances leading up to your being 
employed by New York University ? 

Mr. Orson. Well, William Ellery Leonard, the famous poet and 
scholar, was a teacher of mine and he regarded me very highly and he 
recommended me to New York University. 

Mr. Morris. How long has Edwin Burgun, Prof. Edwin Berry 

surgun, been teaching at New York University ? 

Mr. Orson. How m: ny years? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Was he there for a longer period than you, or 
for a shorter period than you ? 

Mr. Orson. May I consult counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

Mr. Otson (after conferring with counsel). He was there before 
I was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did he help you in coming to the faculty of New York 
University ? 

Mr. Orson. No. 

Mr. Morris. He did not? 

Mr. Onson. No. 

Mr. Morris. How many classes do you have, Mr. Olson ? 

Mr. Orson. The regular schedule. 

Mr. Morris. I mean how many, though? 

Mr. Orson. Four. 

Mr. Morrts. How many students do you have in each one? 

Mr. Otson. They run from 20 to 25. 

Senator Smrru. Four classes a week, do you mean, Mr. Olson ? 

Mr. Otson. Well, that’s the full schedule. That’s 12 hours, you see. 
Meet them usually three times a week. Sometimes twice a week, and 
other classes once a week, a full schedule. 

Senator Smrru. Your number of classroom hours is 12 hours a week: 
is that it? 

Mr. Orson. Twelve hours; that’s correct, sir. 

Senator Saarx. That is what the usual number is, is it? 
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Mr. Orson. At Washington Square; yes, sir. That’s the full 
schedule. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Olson, have you been following the proceedings of 
New York University ¢ 

I think there was a trial by the senate of New York University of 
Mr. Burgun, was there not, Professor Burgun? Was he not tried by 
the senate of the university / 

Mr. Ouson. Yes; that’s right. 

Mr. Morris. What was the decision there? Do you remember? 

Mr. Orson. Well, as I recall it, in the press, it was a split decision, 
as reported in the school press, as I recall. It wasa9to3decision. I 
don’t remember the vote on the first one, but there was a majority 
which upheld the right of any professor to invoke the fifth amendment, 
and in their opinion- _— 

Senator Smiru. There is no argument about that, is there? That 
is his constitutional right. 

Mr. Ouson. I don’t know. I wasn’t on the committee. That’s as 
I remember it, sir. 

No; I don’t think there is any doubt. There’s no doubt in my mind. 

Senator Sairn. I just wondered if that was the issue or whether 
there was some other issue. 

Mr. Orson. The second issue was the—which was quite ambiguously 
stated—and to the best of my knowledge and memory—— 

Mr. Morris. We just want the best ‘of your knowledge; that is all. 

Mr. Otson. May I consult counsel ¢ 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

The Cuatmrman. You may. 

Mr. Ouson (after conferring with counsel). To the best of my 
recollection—— 

Mr. Morris. Wasn’t the second issue that he had not testified truth- 
fully in connection with his Communist associations ¢ 

Mr. Otson. That was the implication. 

Mr. Morris. Professor Olson, have you attended Communist cell 
meetings in company with Professor Burgun ¢ 

Mr. Orson. I refuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Morris. And as for the testimony taken by this committee in 
executive session that you have been a member of a Communist cell at 
New York University, is that true? 

Mr. Orson. May I consult counsel ? 

The CHarrman. You may. 

Mr. Morris. The question is have you been a member of a Commu- 
nist cell at New York University ¢ 

The Cuamman. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Orson (after conferring with counsel). I invoke the first and 
fifth. 

The Cuarman. The fifth amendment? 

Mr. Orson. Yes. 

Senator Warkins. Are we to understand by that that you mean if 
you should tell the truth about that it might incriminate you? 

Mr. Orson. May I consult counsel ? 

The CuHamman. You may. 

Mr. Orson (after conferring with counsel). It seems to me I have 
answered that question before. 
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Senator Warkins. I would like to have an answer to that. I do 
not see how you can claim the privilege on that one. 

Mr. Orson. I’m no lawyer, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have a lawyer with you and you may consult 
your counsel. 

Senator Weixer. Let the record show at this time that the witness 
is represented by counsel. 

Mr. Forer, will you state your residence? 

Mr. Forer. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D. C. 

I wonder if I could finish my consultation with him. 

The CuHarrmMan. You may. 

Senator Watkins. You cannot tell him what to say, but you can 
advise him as to his legal rights. 

Mr. Forrr. That’s right. 

Mr. Orson. That’s all I am asking. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Warkins. If you were to tell the truth and answer that 
question truthfully that you declined to answer, in your belief would 
that incriminate you ? 

Mr. Otson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warkrins. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the Teachers Union, Mr. Olson, 
the New York Teachers Union ? 

Mr. Otson. When? 

Mr. Morris. Through the years. 

Mr. Orson. Through what years? 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Teachers Union at 
any time? 

Mr. Ousen. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. When did you join the Teachers Union? 

Mr. Ousen. To the best of my memory, middle thirties. I can’t give 
you the date. 

Mr. Morris. You have been active in the union, have you not? 

Mr. Ousen. You mean have I been ? 

Mr. Morris. That is right. 

Mr. Ousen. That’s correct, yes, indeed. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the New York Teachers 
Union? 

Mr. Ousen. No. 

Mr. Morris. When did you resign? 

Mr. Oxsen. I didn’t resign. 

Senator Smiru. You say you are, or are not? 

Mr. Outsen. I am not. 

Mr. Morris. What happened then? 

Mr. Ousen. Well, I didn’t pay my dues, and it must be 8 or 9 years 
ago, and I had a son, so I spent all of my energy trying to make enough 
money to bring the kid up. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a Prof. Margaret Schlauch at New York 
University ? 

Mr. Oxsen. May I consult counsel ? 

The CaarrmMan. You may. 

Mr. Oxsen (after conferring with counsel). Yes. If I may ex- 
plain, in the English department we have one tremendous room with 
desks so everyone meets everyone. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Olsen, did you read the public testimony taken 
before the New York State Legislative Committee that Prof. Margaret 
Schlauch of the English department of your school was a member of: 
the Communist Party ’ 

Mr. Ousen. Not to my memory. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t remember that / 

Mr. Ousen. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know where she is now? 

Mr. Ousen. May I consult counsel ¢ 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Senator Smirn. Mr. Chairman, I noticed particularly when the 
witness said “May I consult counsel?” he never said a word to counsel 
and the counsel whispered something in his ear. That is not in ac- 
cordance with the rules, as I understand it. 

I watched very particularly and the witness’ lips did not part, 
but the counsel leaned over and whispered something in the witness’ 
ear. 

The CHairman. It is a privilege to have your counsel here with 
you in this hearing, and, of course, we want your testimony and not 
your counsel’s testimony. 

Mr. Orson. That’s right, but I want to know what my rights are. 

The CuairmMan. He can advise you as to your legal rights. 

Mr. Forer. Senator, can I just add one thing there, if you don’t 
mind ¢ 

Senator Smiru. Are you going to swear him ? 

Mr. Forer. I just want to expli uin one thing. That is, when the 
witness says to the committee, “May I consult counsel?” and then he 
leans over to me, it is perfectly clear to me; he does not have to say 
anything. It is clear to me that he is asking me whether he has a 
right to answer or not to answer. 

Mr. Morris. As I understand it, Prof. Margaret Schlauch has gone 
behind the Iron Curtain. 

Mr. Orson. I haven’t answered that question yet. 

Mr. Morris. The point is, in asking him about that knowledge of a 
professor going behind the Iron Curtain, he may be incriminating 
himself, Senator. 

Senator Smrru. I was not thinking about that. You asked him if 
he knew where she was. You never mentioned the Iron Curtain. 

Is that right? You did not understand he asked you about the 
Iron Curtain, did you ¢ 

Mr. Otson. I don’t know where she is. If you want to ask me what 
I know about where she is, I can tell you where I think I believe she is. 

Senator Weiker. Let us have that. 

Mr. Otson. From the student press, as far as I know, she’s in Poland, 
as far as I know. 

Senator Weiker. A satellite country. 

Senator Warxins. Just for the purpose of the record, if nothing 
else, the question called for a “yes” or “no” answer. Did you know? 
You could have said, “Yes; I know”; or, “I don’t know.” 

Mr. Otson. Specifically, I don’t know. 

The CuHamman. He does not know. I think he has answered the 
question; but from reading the student paper, and so forth, he thinks 
she is probably in Poland, 
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Mr. Otson. That’s correct. 

Now, I couldn’t prove that she’s there. 

The Cuarrman. We understand that. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Olson, was Prof. Margaret Schlauch in the same 
Communist unit in New York University with you? 

Mr. Ouson. I refuse to answer, for the reasons given before. 

The Cuaiman. Did you ever attend any meetings with Margaret 
Schlauch ? 

Mr. Ouson. I refuse, for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know her sister? I think her name is Mrs. 
Adams, Mr. Olson ? 

Mr. Orson. I knew she had a sister. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know her name? 

Mr. Orson. At this moment, I can’t remember it. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know where she is now, Mrs. Adams, her 
sister ? 

Mr. Oxuson. As far as I know, she left with her sister. I have no 
proof of that. 

Mr. Morris. We just want your best recollection. 

Mr. Orson. As farasI know : yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Olson, were you a member of the Communist Party 
when you graduated from the University of Wisconsin ? 

Mr. Ouson. I refuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Morris. You have been active on the Citizens Committee for 
Isidore Begun; have you not? The exact name of that is the Teachers 
Nonpartisan Committee for the Election of Isidore Begun. 

Mr. Orson. I refuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have any document or record to 
show that this witness has been a member of the Teachers Nonpartisan 
Committee for the Election of Isidore Begun ? 

Mr. Manpet. We have a copy of a printed circular letter in the 
name of the Teachers Nonpartisan Committee for the Election of 
Isidore Begun, showing as a member William Olson, of N. Y. U., and 
there is an open record that Isidore Begun, the man mentioned, was 

Communist candidate for councilman in the city of New York at 
that time. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Olson, do you want to vary the evidence put into 
record by Mr. Mandel? 

Mr. OLSON. Do I want 

Mr. Morris. Do you want to vary it in any way? Do you want to 
add anything to Mr. Mandel’s re: ading from that letter by your own 
oral testimony ? 

Mr. Orson. May I consult 

Mr. Morris. It may be that Mr. Mandel read something that may 
uot be true. We are giving you the opportunity of correcting it. 

Mr. Ouson. May I consult counsel ? 

The Cnarrman. You may. 

Mr. Orson. What is your name, sir? 

Senator Smirn. Smith, believe it or not. 

The CuarrMANn. Senator Smith. 

Mr. Orson. I have nothing to hide. I just want to know what my 
rights are. 
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Senator Smiru. The point is I thought you ought to be allowed to 
ask your counsel a question before he gave you an answer. I observed 
the activity. 

Mr. Oxson. If I may correct you, sir, the question is perfectly ap- 
parent. Everyone has heard it and why should I repeat it 

Senator Smrru. You may ask your counsel anything you want and 
he may tell you, but the time I called to you 

Mr. Otson. You thought he was discussing? 

Senator Siri. You bent over and never opened your mouth. 

Mr. Orson. The question was perfectly apparent. Everybody knew 
what the question was. 

The CuarrmMan. You consult your counsel, Mr. Olson. 

Mr. Forer. I might also point out, Senator, that that particular 
question he answered. 

Mr. Orson. Now what is the question now ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Reporter, read the question, please. 

Mr. Forrr. The question was: Do you want to vary or comment on 
what Mr. Mandel read. 

Mr. Ouson (after conferring with counsel). No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that go into the record ¢ 

Senator Warkins. What is that? 

Mr. Morris. The cireular letter which records that this witness was, 
in fact, a member of the Teachers Nonpartisan Committee for the 
Election of Isidore Begun. 

Senator Watkins. The whole letter ? 

Mr. Morris. The whole letter. 

Isidore Begun was one of the defendants in the last big Communist 
trial in New York and I think the indictments with respect to him 
were dismissed by the judge. 

The Cuatrman. It may go in the record and become a part of our 
record. 

(The material referred to follows :) 





Tue TEACHERS NONPARTISAN COMMITTEE FOR THE ELECTION OF ISIDORE BEGUN 


Morris U. Schappes, City College of New Dr. Bernard Riess, Hunter College. 


York. David Goldway, City College of New 
Dr. Bella Dodd, Hunter College. York. 

William Olsen, New York University. Arthur Braunlich, City College of New 
Philip Horowitz, Seward Park High York. 

School. Julius Metz, Seward Park High School. 
Louis Cohen, New Utrecht High. Frank Gross, Seward Park High School. 
Morris J. Skovron, Public School 4, Hyman Koppelman, Boys’ High School. 

Bronx. Alice Citron, Publie School 184, Man- 
Meyer Case, Eastern District High hattan. 

School. Abraham Lederman, Public School 64, 
Dr. Helen Adams, Hunter College. Manhattan. 

Prof. Louis Weisner, Hunter College. Max Diamond, Clinton High School. 


DraR COLLEAGUE: We teachers need a voice in the new city council. We need 
a firm advocate for progressive education, an adequate school budget, and the 
democratization of education. You have the opportunity of placing such an 
advocate in the city council by voting for Isidore Begun. 

Mr. Begun led the protest of his profession against teachers’ salary slashes. 
He defied the petty tyrants of the school system at the cost of his job. Through 
his action, we have won the right of teachers to speak up before the board of 
education. We are now heard on behalf of smaller classes, new schools, full 
absence refunds, and improved teaching conditions. 
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Begun has proved through his deeds his unswerving devotion to the interests 
of the teachers and children of our schools. His leadership of the unemployed 
teachers led to a general recognition of the plight of the substitute and a resist- 
ance to their continued exploitation. At Albany, City Hall, and 59th Street, 
Begun has spoken up countless times, clearly and courageously, for increased 
appropriations, for school services, for justice to teachers, for help to the under- 
privileged child. 

As a citizen you will vote for Councilman Begun—a forthright fighter, in unity 
with all progressives, against Fascist tendencies ; a champion of the workers, the 
needy, the dispossessed. These qualities of Mr. Begun have been recognized by 
the Citizens Union, who in qualifying his candidacy stated that he is “A man of 
moderation and intelligence who is personally well qualified for service in the 
council.” 

Can you afford to miss this opportunity of electing a spokesman for your own 
needs, the schools, the children ? 

Yours, for better schools, 
THE TEACHERS NONPARTISAN COMMITTEE 
FOR THE ELECTION OF ISIDORE BEGUN. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Morris U. Schappes, S-c-h-a-p-p-e-s? 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and fifth. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge was he a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Orson. I refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

The Cuarrman. Do you mean if you told this committee the truth 
in answer to that question it might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Otson. May I consult counsel 

The CHarrmMan. You may. 

Mr. Ouson (after conferring with counsel). Yes. 

Senator Wei_ker. Mr. Olson, to your knowledge did there ever exist 
at New York University a group commonly known as the Young 
Communist League ? 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Weiker. You plead the first and fifth amendments as to 
whether or not you had knowledge that such a unit ever existed at New 
York University ? 

Mr. Otson. May I consult counsel ? 

Senator Weiker. Yes. 

Mr. Ouson (after conferring with counsel). Yes. 

Senator Weixer. Did you ever attend a meeting of the Young 
Communist League ? 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator WeLker. Did you at any time ever induce, recruit, or at- 
tempt to induce and recruit students of New York University into the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Oxson. I plead the first and fifth amendment. 

Senator Warkrns. When you say you plead them, you mean that 
you are claiming the protection of the first and fifth amendments? 

Mr. Orson. That’s correct. 

Senator Weiker. You have claimed your privilege with respect to 
students at New York University. Have you ever induced or re- 
cruited or attempted to induce or recruit members of the teaching 
profession of New York University— 

Mr. Orson. I claim the first-—— 

Senator Weixer. Wait until I finish—into the Communist Party ? 

The Cuamman. Now you may answer. 

Mr. Orson. I claim the first and fifth amendments. 
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Senator WeLker. When did you graduate from the University of 
Wisconsin ¢ 

Mr. Otson. 1929. 

Senator We._ker. You have told the committee that you claim your 
privilege as to whether or not you were a Communist when you left 
the University of Wisconsin ? 

Mr. Orson. That is correct. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Olsen, would you care to tell this committee 
whether or not you have ever been a member of the Communist Party 
at any time, either when you left Wisconsin, now, or at any time 
between now and then? 

Mr. Ouson. I plead the first and fifth. 

Senator Weiter. Did you ever meet anyone over at New York 
University that you knew to be a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and the fifth. 

Senator Wextker. In connection with the faculty or the student 
body ¢ 

Mr. Oxtson. Have I answered that, or shall I answer again 4 

Senator Werxer. I do not think he did. 

The Cuatrman. He said he pleads the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator We_ker. He jumped the gun on me a little bit. Have you 
ever met anyone over at New York University either in the faculty 
or student body that you knew to be a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and the fifth. 

Senator We._ker. Have you ever attended a Communist meeting 
any place either on the campus of New York University in any of its 
buildings, or any place in the country ¢ 

Mr. Oxson. I claim the first and the fifth. 

Senator WELKER. I have no further questions. 

The CuatrMan. Senator Watkins, do you have any questions ¢ 

Senator Warkins. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the woman I referred to as the sister 
of Prof. Margaret Schlauch was Dr. Helen Adams. 

Mr. Otson. That’s right; Helen. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended Communist meetings with 
her? 

Mr. Orson. I plead the first and fifth. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know where she is? I don’t necessarily mean 
authoritative knowledge. Have you any reason to know where she is? 

Mr. Orson. I have no reason, but as far as I know she is in Poland, 
but I can’t prove it. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

Senator WeLiker. One more, Mr. Chairman, and I am through. 

Mr. Olson, have you ever talked to anyone other than your counsel 
about your testimony to be given before this committee ? 

Mr. Orson. May I consult counsel ? 

The CHarrMan. You may. 

Mr. Orson (after conferring with counsel). Officially, the only per- 
son I have talked to is my present counsel, but, as you know, I was 
served on March 16 and I have talked with friends, but I have not 
received—I have not talked to counsel officially. This is my first 
official discussion of what should I say. 


24259—53—>pt. & 7 
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Senator Weixer. You have admitted now that you have talked 
unoflicially about this to your friends. Are any of those friends 
members of the Communist Party ? ¢ 

Mr. Orson. [claim the first and fifth amendment. 

Senator Weiker. Let me ask you this, Mr. Olson: As to any of the 
people that you discussed your testimony with, have they ever ap- 
peared before this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Orson. I claim the first and fifth. 

Senator Weiker. That is all. 

Senator Warkins. Mr. Olson, have you ever been questioned by the 
New York University authorities about any alleged connection of 
yours with the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Otson. No. 

Senator Waraam. Have any charges ever been filed by the uni- 
versity people—whatever they have, the board of regents or whatever 
it is, of New York University—against you in connection with Com- 
munists ? 

Mr. Orson. No. 

Senator Warxins. Has that question ever been raised in public 
around the university, as to whether or not you were a Communist or 
connected with Communists ? 

Mr. Ouson. No, sir. 

Senator Warkins. You never heard of anything? 

(Mr. Olson shakes head negatively.) 

Senator Warkins. You shake your head. It is difficult for the 
reporter to record that. 

Mr. Otson. The answer is “No.” 

In the frame of reference as you put it the answer is “No.” 

Senator Warkrns. Have you not been discussed more or less pub- 
licly around the university campus of New York University as a 
possible member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orson. You will have to ask the members of the faculty. 

Senator WvrKrins. Have you not heard of that? 

Mr. Ouson. No. 

Senator Warkins. Have you not heard rumors that you were 
charged with being associated with the Communist Party or a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party / ¢ 

Answer, please. 

Mr. Ouson. I plead the first and the fifth amendments. 

Senator Warkins. I cannot understand why you claim it. You 
answered all the other questions. 

Mr. Otson. The question doesn’t make sense to me, sir. I answered 
it in 4 or 5 different ways. 

Senator Warkrns. Have you ever been charged with being con- 
nected with the professor who was recently dismissed ? 

What was his name? 

Mr. Morris. Professor Burgum. 

Mr. Orson. Have I been what? 

Senator Warkins. Have you been charged at the university of be- 
ing a close associate of New York University Professor Burgum ? 

Mr. Orson. You mean has the university charged me? 

Senator Warkins. Have they in any way connected you with Pro- 
fessor Burgum? 

I think you know what we are trying to get at. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you figured in the trial ? 

Mr. Oxson. No. 

Mr. Morris. Your name did not come up in the trial ¢ 

Mr. Otson. No, as far as I know. 

Senator Warkins. Did you attend the trial? 

Mr. Otson. No, closed session. 

The Cuairman. Are there any further questions? 

You may stand aside. You will be excused. 

Mr. Morris. We have a meeting tomorrow morning at 9 o’clock. 

The Cuatrmin. The committee will recess. 

(Thereupon, at 11:30 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
subject to call of the Chair.) 
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